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for towage or salvage services to such wves-
sels, when the Secretary of the Navy cer-
tifies that the prosecution of such proceed-
ings would endanger the security of nawval
operations or interfere therewith, and to
authorize the settlement and payment of
such claims, and for other purposes; with
amendment (Rept. No. 1681). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mrs. SMITH of Maine: Committee on Naval
Affairs. 8. 1894. An act to provide for the
transportation to their homes of persons
discharged from the naval service because of
under age at time of enlistment; with
amendment (Rept. No. 1682). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

Mr. BLAND: Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries. H. R. 4868. A bill to
amend section 511 (¢) of the Merchant Ma-
rine Act of 1936, as amended, relative to de-
posit of vessel proceeds received from the
United States in certain cases, and for other

purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 1683).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Unlon.

Mr. SABATH: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution §03. Resolution providing for the
consideration of H. R. 4901, a bill to authorize
and direct the sale of Moore Air Field; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 1679). Referred
to the House Calendar.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. ABERNETHY: Committee on Claims,
H. RB. 2150. A bill for the relief of Diemer
Adison Coulter and Frances Andrews Coulter;
with amendment (Rept. No. 1684). Re-
ferred to the Commifttee of the Whole
House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. CANFIELD:

H.R.5066. A bill to create the office of
Senator at Large in the Senate of the United
States for ex-Presidents of the United States;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Miss STANLEY :

H.R.5056. A bill to amend the National
Labor Relations Act, so as to make it an
unfair labor practice to discriminate against
any employee, in the rate of compensation
paid, on account of sex; to the Committee on
Labor.

By Mr. KEFAUVER:

H.R, 5087, A bill to authorize the con-
tinued operation of certain airport traffic-
control towers by the Civil Aeronautics Ad-
ministration; to the Committee on Interstate
and Forelgn Commerce.

By Mr. ENGLE of California:

H.R.5058. A bill to provide for the issu-
ance of grazing permits for livestock in the
national parks and national monuments; to
the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia:

H. Res. 599. Resolution providing for the
consideration of H. R. 4891, a bill to remove
restrictions on transfers of small craft to
other American republics in furtherance of
the war effort; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. COFFEE:

H. Res. 600. Resolution urging on behalf
of the United States House of Representa-
tives a diplomatic break with Franco (Fas-
cist) Spain, and extension of lend-lease to
the guerrilla armies of the Spanish Republic
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underground; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.
By Mr. VINSBON of Georgia:

H. Res. 601. Resolution providing for the
consideration of H. R. 4405, a bill to amend
the act approved March 7, 1942 (Public Law
490, 77th Cong.), as amended, so as to more
specifically provide for pay, allotments, and
administration pertalning to war casualties,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Rules.

H. Res. 602. Resolution providing for the
consideration of 8. 1173, a bill to provide for
staying judicial proceedings against the
United States in time of war, on claims for
damages caused by vessels of the Navy, or for
towage or salvage services to such vessels,
when the Secretary of the Navy certifies that
the prosecution of such proceedings would
endanger the security of naval operations or
interfere therewith, and to authorize the set-
tlement and payment of such claims, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. JARMAN:

H. Res, 603. Resolution authorizing the
printing of a revised edition of the Rules and
Manual of the House of Representatives for
the Seventy-ninth Congress; to the Com-

_mittee on Printing.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced
and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. DOUGHTON:

H. R.50569. A bill for the relief of Mrs.

Zelma Inez Cheek; to the Committee on

By Mr. GEARHART:
H. R. 5060, A bill for the relief of Clyde H.
Palmer; to the Committee on Claims,
By Mr. MORRISON of Louisiana:
H.R.5061. A bill for the relief of James
Leon Keaton; to the Committee on Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred as follows:

5871. By Mr. ANDREWS of New York: Res-
olution, adopted by the Bailey-Delavan
Businessmen and Taxpayers Association, Ine.,
protesting against the enactment of legisla-
tion for the development of the St. Lawrence
seaway and power project; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors.

5872. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition of
Teamsters, Chauffeurs, and Helpers Union,
Local No. 816, New York City, urging the pas-
sage of the Fay bill (H. R. 4319) and Welss
bill (H. R. 4501) which measures provide time
and a half overtime for postal employees; to

‘the Committee on the Post Office and Post

Roads.

5873. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the
Pomona Grange, No, 65, of Lawrence County,
Pa., favoring the removal of sugar from the
rationing list; to the Committee on Agri-
culture,

5874. Also, petition of the Economy Grange,
No. 2013, of Beaver County, Pa., urging the
enactment of Senate bill 1882 and House
bill 4715, to advance postal salaries to con-
form to the increased cost of living; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

5875. By Mrs. NORTON: New Jersey State
Senate resolution, proposing an amendment
to the Constitution of the United States rel-
ative to taxes on incomes, inheritances, and
gifts; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

5876. By Mr. ROLPH: California Senate
Resolution No. 4, urging that the Colorado
River treaty be not ratified by the Senate
Committee on Foreign Relations; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs,
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5877. Also, California Benate Resolution
No. B, in reference to access road to Golden
Gate Bridge; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

5878. Also, COalifornia Senate Resolution
No. 7, in reference to, and urging passage of,
House bill 4184, land-grant railroads; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

5879. By the SPEAKER: retition of the
Central Labor Union of Orange County,
Santa Ana, Calif, petitioning consideration
of their resolution with reference to the re-
newal of the Emergency Price Control Act;
to the Committee on Banking and Currency,

5880. Also, petition of the secretary, Poto-
mac Synod of the Evangelical and Reformed
Church, petitioning consideration of their
resolution with reference to repeal of the
Asiatic Exclusion Act; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

§881. Also, petition of various real-estate
owners, banks, dnd agents of New York City,
petitioning consideration of their resolution
with reference to the inequities in the rent-
control section of the present Emergency
Price Control Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

5882. Also, petition of the fifty-third con-
tinental congress of the National Society of
the Daughters of the American Revolution
petitioning consideration of their resolution
with reference to enforcement of immigra-
tion and naturalization qualifications, etec.,
to the Committee on Immigration and Natu-
ralization.

SENATE
TuEsbay, JuNg 20, 1944

(Legislative day of Tuesday, May 9, 1944)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
on the expiration of the recess.

Rev. Edward Hughes Pruden, D. D.,
pastor, First Baptist Church, Washing-
ton, D. C., offered the following prayer:

Our gracious Heavenly Father, God of
our fathers and our God, we thank Thee
that from one generation to another
Thou hast been revealing Thy power
and love to all the sons of men, and that
as we stand today confronted by all the
uncertainty and tragedy of this hour
we do not stand alone, for we have put
our trust in Thee.

We are grateful that the Presiding Of-
ficer of this body has landed safely at
his destination in China, and we would
pray Thy richest blessings upon him as
he engages in his important mission.
Wilt Thou give the leadership and wis-
dom of Thy Holy Spirit to this body to-
day as they face the significant issues
before them. Bless our Nation and all
the nations of the earth, that in due sea-
son every heart and every mind may be
brought into subjection to the will of
Jesus Christ, our Lord, through whom
we pray. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. Georce, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the calen-
dar day Monday, June 19, 1944, was dis-
pensed with, and the Journal was a.p-
proved,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore (Mr. GILLErTE) laid before the



6242

Senate the following letters, which were
referred as indicated:

REPORT OF THE TEXTILE FOUNDATION

A letter from the Chairman of the Textile
Foundation, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the annual report of the board of directors
of the Textile Foundation for the year ended
December 31, 1943 (with an accompanying
report); to the Committee on Commerce.

REPORT OF SMALLER WAR PLANTS CORPORATION

A letter from the Chairman of the War
Production Board, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the twelfth bimonthly report of the
Smaller War Plants Corporation for the pe-
riod April 1, 1944, through May 31, 1944 (with
an accompanying report); to the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

DisposITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS

Two letters from the Archivist of the
United States, transmitting, pursuant to law,
Jists of papers and documents on the files
of the Departments of the Treasury, War (6),
Justice (2), Navy (2). Interior (2), and Ag-
riculture (7); Selective Service System (2),
Civil Service Commission, and Administra-
tive Office of United States Courts (United
States District Court, District of Maryland)
which are not needed in the conduct of busi-
ness and have no permanent value or his-
torical interest, and requesting action look-
ing to their disposition (with accompanying
papers); to a Joint Select Committee on the
Disposition of Papers in the Executive De-
partments.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore appointed Mr. BARKLEY and Mr.
BrewsTER members of the committee on
the part of the Sznate.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, ete., were laid before the
Senate, or presented, and referred as in-
dicated:

By the ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

ore:

A Jolnr; resolution of the Legislature of
California; to the Committee on Foreign Re-
lations;

“Senate Joint Resolution 4

“Joint resolution relating to the statutory
compact between the United States and the
State of California, evidenced by the
Boulder Canyon Project Act and the Cali-
fornia Water Limitation Act, and opposing
ratification of the treaty between the
United States of America and the United
Mexican States, signed at Washington,
D. C., February 3, 1044, and pending be-
fore the Senate of the United States, on
the ground that such treaty would consti-
tute a breach of the sald compact.
“Whereas the United States of America and

the State rf California heretofore entered

into a certain statutory compact, which com-
pact was made in the manner following:
“The Boulder Canyon Project Act (45 Stat.

1057) provided that if, In consideration of

the passage of sald act, California should

within 6 months adopt an act limiting her
use of Colorado River water to certain gquan-
titles, and if California and certain other

States should ratify the Colorado River Com-

pact, then said Project Act and all the pro-

visions thereof should become effective, but

otherwise should not become effective.
“California did, within sald time, ex-

pressly in consideration of the passage of said

Project Act, adopt such a Limitation Act

(Calif. Stats. 1929, 38), and did ratify the

Interstate Compect, known as the Colorado

- River Compact (Calif Stats. 1929, 37), all in
precise conformity to the requirements of
the Project Act. The President thereupon
proclaimed the Project Act effective; and
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“Whereas Callifornia by the adoption of
sald Limitation Act did subject herself, her
lands and people to a drastic reduction of
the amount of water of the Colorado River
otherwise available for use In California, and
did by the adoption of said Ratifying Act sub-
ject herself, her lands and people to the
burdens imposed by the Colorado River Com=
pact; and

“Whereas said Boulder Canyon Project Act
contains the following provisions, a part of
sald statutory compact, which were intended
to protect and safeguard the availabllity to
California of the quantity of water to which
California limited herself, to wit, provisions:
(1) That the water of the Colorado River to
be conserved by Boulder Dam should be used
“exclusively within the Unlted States™; (2)
that no person should have the use of the
water conserved by Boulder Dam, except by
contract made by the Secretary of the Inte-
rior on behalf of the United States; and (3)
that such contracts should be for permanent
service; and

“Whereas the Secretary of the Interior, on
behalf of the United States, has entered into
contracts authorized by said Project Act with
public agencies of the State of California for
the delivery to them, for domestic and irri-
gation uses, of large quantities of water of
the Colorado River conserved by Boulder Dam
and for other rights and benefits authorized
by the Project Act; and

“Whereas said Limitation Act and said
Ratifying Act were adopted by California and
said contracts were entered Into by Cali-
fornia’s public agencies in absolute reliance
upon the full performance and observance
by the United Siates of the above-mentioned
protective provisions of the Project Act and
this legislature declares that it would not
have adopted said Limitation Act nor said
Ratifying Act, nor would said contracts have
been executed by sald public agencies, had
not sald Project Act contained sald protec-
tive provisions; and

“Whereas there is pending before the Sen-
ate of the United States a treaty, signed Feb-
ruary 3, 1944, between the United States of
America and the United Mexican BStates,
whereby the United States would guarantee
to Mexico delivery annually and in a certain
prescribed manner of a quantity of the water
of the Colorado River, which quantity can-
not be delivered to Mexico in such manner
without delivering to her water conserved by
Boulder Dam; and

“Whereas said treaty, if ratified, would im-
pair the ability of the United States to ren-
der permanent service of water under sald
California contracts and otherwise perform
said contracts; and

“Whereas said treaty, if ratified, would cre-
ate a right in water conserved by Boulder
Dam, by means other than by contract with
the Secretary of the Interior; and

“Whereas sald treaty, if ratified, would
make 1t impossible for the Secretary of the
Interior to fulfill the contracts which he has
executed on behalf of the United States un-
der the authority of the Project Act and
would make it impossible for the United
States to observe and perform 1ts obligations
under sald statutory compact, to wit, the
above-mentioned protective provisions of said
Project Act; and

“Whereas said treaty, if ratified, would
cause the consideration for the adoption by
California of sald statutory compact to fail
and sald statutory compact would be thereby
breached by the United States: Now therefore
be it

“Resolved by the Senate and Assembly of
the State of California, jointly, That the Leg~
islature of the State of California urgently
represents to the President and the Senate
of the United States that the ratification of
the pending treaty would constitute a breach
of the solemn statutory compact entered into
between the United States of America and
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the State of California and evidenced by the
above-mentioned statutes, to the great and
frreparable damage of California; and be it
further

“Resolved, That said legislature urges that
the pending treaty be not ratified; and fur-
ther urges that in any treaty that may be
entered into between the United States of
America and the United Mexican States, the
rights of the State of California under said
statutory compact and the contractual rights
of her public agencies be fully protected; and
be it further

“Resolved, That the Governor is hereby re=
quested to transmit certified copies of this
resolution to the President of the United
States, the Secretary of State, the Secretary
of the Interior, the Vice President of the
United States as President of the Senate, the
chairman and each member of the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, also
to each of the Senators and Representatives
from Californla in the Congress of the United
States.”

By Mr. CAPPER: ’

A letter In the nature of a memorial-from
the Fredonia (Kans.) Chamber of Commerce,
remonstrating against the enactment of Sen-
ate bill 1161, to amend and extend the pro=
visions of the Social Security Act; to the
Committee on Finance.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. RADCLIFFE, from the Committee
on Banking and Currency:

5.1947. A bill to amend the National Hous-
ing Act, as amended; without amendment
(Rept. No. 936).

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD, from the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry:

H.R.702. A bill to permit the prepayment
of the purchase price of certain housing sold
to individuals by the Farm Security Admin-
istration, and for other purposes; with
amendments (Rept. No. 897).

"By Mr. BYRD, from the Committee on
Naval Affairs:

H.R.3076. A bill for the relief of Charles
L. Eee; without amendment (Rept. No. 998).

By Mr. WAGNER, from the Committee on
Banking and Currency:

S.2004. A bill to amend the act entitled
“An act to mobilize the productive facilities
of small business in the interests of success-
ful prosecution of the war, and for other pur=
poses”, approved June 11, 1842; with an
amendment (Rept. No. 889). ]

By Mr. GILLETTE, from the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry:

S. Res. 309. Resolution to investigate con=-
ditions prevailing in the production, process-

* ing, distribution, and marketing of agricul-

tural commodities; with amendments, and,
under the rule, the resolution was referred
to the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent. Expenses of the Senate.

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the
second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. DANAHER:

5.2020. A bill for the rellef of Capt. Fran-
cis Scott Bradford; to the Commitiee on
Claims.

By Mr. HATCH: L

£.2021 (by request). A bhill to create a
board to be known as the National Symphony
Orchestra Trust Fund Board, to define the
duties of said board, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. McKELLAR:

§.2022. A bill to safeguard the activities
of the Office of Censorship; to the Committee
on the Judiciary,
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y Mr, TYDINGS:

8. 2023 A bill to permit Federal employees
to serve as election officials; to the Committee
on the Judiclary.

By Mr. WHEELER:

B.2024. A bill authorizing the issuance of a
patent in fee to J. W. Mulligan;

8.2025. A bill authorizing the issuance of
a patent in fee to Bull Shows and Horse; and

5.2026. A bill authorizing the issuance of a
patent in fee to Richard Pickett; to the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma:

8.2027. A bill authorizing conveyance of
the Seger Indian School to Colony Union
Graded School District No. 1, Colony, Okla.;
to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetis:

8.2028. A bill to amend the Naval Reserve
Act of 1938, as amended, so as to permit for-
elgn service of members of the Women's
Reserve under certain conditions; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

INVESTIGATION OF THE ALCOHOLIC-
BEVERAGE INDUSTRY—LIMIT OF EX-
PENDITURES

Mr. MURDOCK (for Mr, McCARRAN)
submitted the following resolution (8.
Res. 315), which was referred to the
Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the limit of expenditures
under Senate Resolution 206, Seventy-eighth
Congress, first sesslon, agreed to November
16, 1943 (relating to the investigation of the
alcoholic-beverage industry), is hereby in-
creased by $25,000,

THE PUBLIC HEALTH—EDITORIAL FROM

THE AMERICAN JOURNAL OF FUBLIC

HEALTH

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, we are

all aware of the great advances which
have occurred in the health of the Amer-
ican people since the beginning of this
century. Life has been made more se-
cure. Living has been freed from many
of the ailments which used to harm and
cripple. A vast amount of human suf-
fering has been prevented. Premature
deaths have been greatly reduced, and
the security of American families has
been vastly increased.

Much remains yet to be done. With
wise leadership and strong support from
government and the public, our health
leaders can bring even greater blessings
for the future,

It is a source of great pride to all who
have had responsibilities for the public
welfare and the public health that they
have helped to make this a healthier
country than it used to_be. A small
group, however, has incorrectly and mis-
takenly claimed that the credit for these
accomplishments belongs wholly or
largely to the individual physician or to
the private practice of medicine on a
fee-for-service basis. Such extravagant
claims have been repeatedly made by
certain medical spokesmen, more inter-
ested in attacking and vilifying the social
security bill (8. 1161) introduced by the
distinguished senior Senator from New
York [Mr. WaeNer] and myself than in
correctly stating the facts for public edu-
cation.

A brief analysis of this subject, stating
the facts authoritatively, has just ap-
peared in the American Journal of Pub-
lic Health, the official publication of the
American Public Health Association. It

is in the form of an editorial entitled
“Who Killed Cock Robin?”

I ask unanimous consent to have this
revealing editorial printed in the body of
the RECORD.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

[From American Journal of Public Health
for June 1944]

WHO KILLED COCKE ROBIN?

The reduction of the death rate by ap-
proximately 40 percent during the first 4
decades of the present century is one of the
most significant events in human history.
In such an achlevement, there is glory
enough for all. Health officers, public-spir-
ited private practitioners, engineers, nurses,
laboratory investigators, social workers, edu-
cators, have all participated in the task.

To claim the fruits of victory for one in-
dividual professional group is therefore un=-

warranted. To associate them with a par--

ticular sector of one profession operating on
& particular economic plan is still more un-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

6243

Justifiable, Yet this is what has been at-
tempted in the flood of propaganda litera=
ture issued by the publicity staff of the Na-
tional Physicians Committee for the Exten-
sion of Medical Bervice and distributed on
a vast scale through the medium of certain
agencies in the drug trade. The committee
states that it has printed 20,000,000 copies
of one of these leaflets, which claims that
the achievements of the past years have been
accomplished by American doctors operating
under the American system; and it is obvi-
ous that, by the American system, is meant
the private practice by individual physicians
on a fee-for-service basis—since the entire
flood of this propaganda is directed against
any further participation by Government in
the development of more adequate medical
care. Such an argument obviously raises
the question whether American doctors prac-
ticing on the particular system which the
national committee prefers, or on the equal=~
1y American plan of official public service,
deserve a major share of credit for our re-
duced death rates. As Governor Smith used
to say: “Let's look at the record.” The per-
tinent points of this record are indicated in
the following table:

Changes in mortality, 1900-40

Death rate per Deaths
00,000 Per- which
Sk Actual would | Number of
Yol dl;g!]l]m' have g lives saved
;i oceurre T year
1600 1940 | tlon inigd0at | T
. 1000 rates
Typhoid and paratyphold fevers. 35.9 1.1 o7 1,443 47,173 45,736
Daphtheriac. oo oo ool sLtsiiois, 43.8 1.1 97 1, 457 56, 806 535, 4
Diarrhea and enteritis. ... 133. 2 10.3 02 13,573 175, 025 161, 453
Meassles, scarlet fever, and whooping oough ..... 3.8 3.2 a1 45, 727 41,427
Tuberculosis. T 201, 2 45.9 77 G0, 428 264, 877 , 949
Poenmonia and infuenea..ceeeomeeeneicmnsonan 180, & 70.3 61 92, 525 237,177 144, 052
All other causes 1,126.1 0445 16 | 1,243,543 | 1,479,605 152

In this table are shown the actual results
accomplished between 1900 and 1940 in the
reduction of mortality from the five causes
of death with which the organized health
forces of the community have been con-
cerned, and also the corresponding reduction
in pneumonia and Influenza, where respon=
sibility has been shared between the public-
health officer and the private physician. The
last line of the table includes the changes
in mortality from all other eauses taken to-
gether. Many of these have also come
within the scope of the public-health pro-
gram.

It will be noted that typhoid fever and
diphtheria mortality rates have been re-
duced by 97 percent. The results accom-
plished in the case of typhoid fever have
been due to the work of the engineer, to
purification of the public water supplies, im-
provement in sanitary conditions, and to
epidemiological control and immunization
programs, conducted by health officers. In
the case of diphtheria, administrative con-
trol, and the use of antitoxin and later toxoid,
are responsible for the accomplishment. The
basic discoveries in these flelds were made by
men like W. H. Park working in public-
health laboratories, and introduced by health
officers like Hermann M. Biggs, often in face
of vigorous opposition from the practitioner,

Diarrhea and enteritis of infants have been
reduced by 92 percent through the pas-
teurization of milk supplies, under the lead-
ership of public-health authorities, and
through the establishment by boards of
health and visiting-nurse associations of well-
baby clinies for the instruction of mothers.
Here again the initiative came primarily from
the health forces representing the
public interest.

The group of infectious diseases of child-
hood, measles, scarlet fever, and whooping
cough, have shown a 9l-percent reduction

in mortality, due in large part to vigorous
and energetic epidemiological control on the
part of public-health authorities. Tubercu=
losis, which has been cut down by 77 per=
cent, represents the result of a program car=
ried on in nearly all its phases through the
leadership of public-health departments,
public-health clinies, and publicly main-
tained sanatoria. Here again, it should be,
recalled that the introduction of the first
program for the reporting of tuberculosis
was strenuously opposed by the medical pro-
fession.

In the rase of pneumonia and influenza the
practicing physician deserves a lion’'s share
of the credit. Even here, however, it should
be pointed out that the basic discoveries
in regard to serum treatment and the use
of sulfa drugs were made by salaried physi=-
cians in the employ of public-health labora=-
tories and foundations and universities,
rather than by private practitioners.

It seems certain that the organized pub-
lic-health profession rather than the pri-
vate medical practitioner is responsible for
a major part of the gains which have been
made during the past 40 years.

It is no doubt true that the "Other causes’”
of death listed .in the last line of the table
are much more difficult to control than those
which the Public Health Administrator has
80 successfully attacked; but it may be hoped
that a sound system of prepayment which
will make good medical care available to
the lower economic half of the population,
now woefully lacking in such services, would
produce notable results in the reduction of
many other causes of death than those which
have so far heen successfully attacked.

AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICE—
ADDRESS BY HON. JAMES F. BYRNES

[Mr. MAYBANK asked and obtalned leave
to have printed in the Recomp an address by
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Hon. James F. Byrnes, Director of War
Mobilization, at a luncheon meeting June
19, at the Department of Agriculture, of
Extension Service workers who have been
with the Service for a period of 10 years or
more, which appears in the Appendix.]

ADMITTANCE OF EUROPEAN REFUGEES—
ARTICLE BY WESTBROOK PEGLER
[Mr. HOLMAN asked and obtained leave to
have printed in the REcorp an article en-
titled *“Westbrock Pegler Remarks: ‘Roose-
velt's *Thousand Refugees"” Mere Sample,’”
which appears in the Appendix.]

THE BONDS BETWEEN THE UNITED
STATES AND THE UNITED EKINGDOM-—
ADDRESS EY M. E. BATHURST
[Mr. HATCH asked and obtained leave to

have printed in the Recorp an address on

the subject of the bonds between the United

Btates and the United Kingdom, delivered

by Mr. M. E. Bathurst, legal adviser to the

British Embassy, before Kappa Beta Pi,

Women's International League Honor Soror-

ity, on June 17, 1944, at Washington, D. C,

which appears in the Appendix.]
INTERNATIONAL LAW—ADDRESS BY

H.S. HALLO
[Mr. GEORGE astked and obtained leave
to have printed in the REcorp an address by

H. 8. Hallo, first secretary of the Nerther-

lands Embassy, delivered before Kappa Beta

Pi, Women's International League Honor

Sorority, which appears in the Appendix.]

APPROPRIATIONS FOR WAR AGENCIES

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 4879) making - ppropri-
ations for war agencies for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1945, and for other pur-
poses.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore, Th question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Georgia
[Mr. RusseLL] to strike out lines 3 to 16,
inclusive, on page 10, as amended. The
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Bireol
has the floor,

Mr. BILBO. I suggest the absence of
a quorum,

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll,

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the
following Senators answered to their
names:

Aiken Guffey Reed
Ball Gurney Revercomb
Bankhead Hatch Robertson
Barkley Hil Russell
Eilbo Holman Shipstead
Brewster Johnson, Callf, Stewart
Burton Johnson, Colo. Taft
Bushfield Kilgore Thomas, Okla.
Butler Lucas Thomas, Utah
Byrd MeClellan Tunnell
Capper McFarland Tydings
Chavez McEellar Vandenberg
Connally Maloney Wagner
Cordon Maybank ‘Wallgren
Danaher Mead ‘Walsh, Mass,
Davis Millikin ‘Walsh, N. J.
- Eastland Murdock ‘Weeks
Ellender Murray ‘Wheeler
Ferguson O'Mahoney Wherry
George Overton White
Gerry Pepper Willis
Glllette Radcliffe

Mr, HILL, I announce that the Sen-
ator from Washington [Mr. BonNe]l and
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]
are absent from the Senate because of
iliness.

The Senators from Nevada [Mr. Mc-
CaArRraN and Mr. ScrucHAM] are absent
on official business.

The Senator from Florida [Mr,
ANDREWS], the Senator from Arkansas
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[Mrs. CarawaY], the Senator from Een-
tucky [Mr. CranpLER], the Senator from
Idaho [Mr. Crarx], the Senator from
Missouri |Mr. CLarx], the Senator from
Arizona [Mr. Haypen|, the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. Jackson], the Senator
from South Carolina |Mr. SmiTH], and
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. TrU-
MaN] are detained on public business.

The Senator from California [Mr.
DownEey] is absent on official business
for the Senate.

The Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
Bamngey], the Senator from Texas [Mr.
O'Daner], and the Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. REYNOLDS] are necessarily
absent.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
Vermont [Mr. AusTin], the Senator from
Illinois [Mr. Brooks], the Senator from
Delaware [Mr. Buck], the Senator from
New Jersey [Mr. Hawkesl, the Senator

- from North Dakota [Mr., LanGer], the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. NYE],
the Senator from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS],
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
ToeeY], and the Senator from Iowa [Mr,
WiLson] are necessarily absent,

The Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Bringes] is absent because of illness.

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
WiLey] is absent attending the wedding
of his daughter.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Sixty-five Senators have answered
to their names. A quorum is present.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President——

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. BILBO. I yield.

Mr. RUSSELL. I appreciate the cour-
tesy of the Senator from Mississippi in
yielding to me while the junior Senator
from New York [Mr. Meapl is on the
floor.

Yesterday, in the course of the remarks
of the Senator from New York, he in-
serted in the REcorp a great deal of writ-
ten material. A few minutes ago I hap-
pened to read some of this material in-
serted in the REcorp by the Senator dur-
ing his address. In this matter the Sen-
ator took occasion to reflect upon my sin-
cerity and my integrity. He did not make
the statement openly on the floor—I was
present and listened to his remarks—but
he reserved it for the matter which he
inserted in the REcorp and which was not
read or discussed publicly.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President——

Mr. RUSSELL. I wish now to read
from page 6244 of the daily REcorb.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator from Mississippi has
the floor.

Mr. MEAD. May I ask for the page
number again?

Mr. RUSSELL. ¥Yes; I shall read now.
It is page 6244. In a long and rather
elaborate brief on the constitutionality
of the creation of the agency which is
under discussion the Senator made this
statement:

This entire constitutional argument is a
smoke screen to hide the real issue. The real
issue is the race issue, as all of us know. For,
if the Senator from Georgia is so perturbed
about Executive order agencies, why has he

kept silent about other agencies similarly
crealed?
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And on page 6245 I read the following
sentence:

This demonstrates the Insincerity of the
so-called constitutional opposition to the
P.E.P.C

I shall not, Mr., President, discuss the
ethics of the action of a Member of this
body in referring in such terms to an-
other Member of the body by insertion
in the Recorp rather than a statement
on the floor. The decency of such pro-
cedure must be decided by each Member
for himself.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, will my
colleague yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, not being
a lawyer——

Mr. RUSSELL. I wish the Senator
would let me proceed for a few minutes.
I do not wish to become involved in a
legal discussion.

Mr. MEAD. I do not think it will be
necessary for us to proceed with this dis-
cussion if the Senator will allow me the
privilege of explaining just how that mat-
ter got into the REcorp and also give me
the opportunity to withdraw it.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, the
Senator from New York was asked on
the floor yesterday who prepared that
statement, and he stated that he pre-
pared it himself.

Mr. MEAD. I said it was compiled at
my instance, from hearings, debates, and
discussions upon this subject, and I am
sure the Senator from Georgia will agree
with me that if he finds anything ob-
jectionable, and I do now from the very
slight——

Mr. RUSSELL. It is not only objec=
tionable to me, but I assert that it is ab-
solutely untrue and without any basis in
fact, and I shall proceed to show that
the accusation is absolutely false.

Mr. MEAD. I assure the Senator that
it is absolutely agreeable to me to have
it removed from the permanent RECORD.

Mr. RUSSELL. I shall proceed be-
cause the Senator was asked yesterday
to give the author of the memorandum,
and he made this statement:

This is my own statement.

That was the Senator’s statement on
the floor yesterday, that it was his own
statement.

Mr., MEAD. In further explanation I
want to say to my distinguished col-
league,- whom 1 never meant in the
slightest to injure in any way, that I had
a complete review of all the REcorp de-
bates and discussions made, and of course
in doing so one should take out a large
number of words and a large amount of
data that have been compiled, and I must
agree that I did not go over it all very
carefully, or would never have left any-
thing in the Recorp that weuld have dis-
turbed my colleague, and I assure him
that I shall take it out of the permanent
REcorb.

Mr, RUSSELL. Idonotcare what the
Senator does about taking it out of the
permanent Recorp. I intend to show
for the permanent Recorp that the state-
ment is absolutely without foundation in
fact.

Mr. MEAD. I join my colleague in
saying that. It was not my intention to
say anything to disturb my colleague.
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Mr, RUSSELL. It is not a question of
the Senator’s colleague being disturbed.
It is a question of the fact. I shall un-
dertake to show that I have been inter-
ested in bringing many Executive agen-
cies under the control of the Congress.
It is not any new movement with me,
and this statement which the Senator
vouched for yesterday is absolutely with-
out any foundation in fact.

Mr. MEAD. 1 assume the respon-
sibility for it, Mr. President, because I
ordered a compilation of everything
available on this question since it arose,
and I put it all together, and I am sorry
that I did not read it over more carefully.
But I want to assure the Senator that
so far as I am concerned, I shall take
the whole speech out if it hurts him in
the slightest. I can see where that ref-
erence does him an injustice, and I want
to assure him that it will come out of
:he permanent REcorp at my instiga-

ion.

Mr. RUSSELL. The statement does
not hurt me, because it is not true, I
shall try to place facts in the REecorbp.
The record of the Congress and of the
Committee on Appropriations for some
years will show that this is no new
movement on my part to combat agen-
cies that have been created by Executive
order.

Mr, MEAD. I realize that, and I want
to assure the Senator now that he has
my fullest cooperation in the revision
of anything in that statement that in
any way does him an injustice. I will
go as far as I possibly can to right any
wrong that he may decide has been
caused by that statement.

Mr. RUSSELL. I have not asked and
I shall not ask that anything that the
Senator has incorporated in the REcorp
be revised or withdrawn. I merely wish
to point out, Mr. President——

Mr., MEAD. Mr. President——

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Does the Senator from Mississippi
yiela further, and if so, to whom?

Mr. BILBO. Iyield, Mr. President, un-
til the Senators settle the question.

Mr, RUSSELL. Mr, President, the
question of congressional control over
executive agencies is not a new one. This
is not the first time it has arisen in the
Senate. I have before me the journal
and the permanent records of the Senate
Committee on Appropriations, which I
have just sent for. At the meeting of
the Committee on Appropriations which
was held on May 26, 1943, the following
appears from the permanent journal of
the Senate Committee on Appropria-
tions:

Emergency fund for the President: Sena-
tor McKEerLar called attention to the proviso
under this item. Senator RUssErLL moved
that the proviso be deleted, and that there
be Inserted in lleu thereof a new proviso.
The language deleted and inserted on the
adopted of SBenator RusseLL’s motion is as
follows:

Then follows the language deleted as
follows:

Provided, That no part of the funds con-
tinued available by this paragraph shall be
allotted to or expended for the National Re-
sources Planning Board or the Farm Security
Administration, or for any of the functions
of either said Board or said Administration.
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The language inserted is as follows:

Provided, That no part of the funds con-
tinued available by this paragraph shall be
allotted to or expended for any of the func-
tions of any agency of Government for
which appropriations have been duly made by
the Congress, or for the functions of any
agency for which estimates have been sub-
mitted by the Budget and for which Congress
has falled to make appropriations: Provided
jurther, That this limitation shall not apply
to allotmients or allocations made to the War
Department or the Navy Department.

I might recite some of the history of
that amendment. It had appeared in
the hearings before the committee that
Budget estimates had been submitted for
the operation of an agency of govern-
ment that had been created by Executive
order. Congress had refused to appro-
priate for the maintenance of that
agency. The agency had been continued
in existence by the allocation of moneys
from the President’s emergency fund,
and that fund was the subject of con-
sideration in the Committee on Appro-
priations. It had seemed'to me, Mr.
President, that it was in violation of the
fundamental rights of the Congress to
undertake to carry on an agency with
funds appropriated for emergency pur-
poses when the Congress had refused to
appropriate after request had been duly
submitted for funds for the support of
such an agency. That amendment was
somewhat altered, but in final form it
prevented the allocation of funds for any
function or project. I may read, so as to
make the record complete, the amend-
ment as it came from the conference and
was enacted into law.

That no part of such fund shall be avail-
able after June 30, 1943, for allocation to
finance a function or project for which
function or project a Budget estimate of
appropriatlon was transmitted pursuant to
law during the Seventy-eighth Congress and
such appropriation denied after considera-
tion thereof by the Senate and House of
Representatives or by the Committees on Ap-
propriations of both bodies.

Mr. President, that was the language
of the final enactment of the deficiency
bill which was passed by Congress in 1943
and approved by the President. The
amendment was considered before the
issuance of the last Executive order of
the President creating the Fair Employ-
ment Practice Committee.

Mr. President, the record of the Con-
gress for this year shows that I was the
author of an amendment to the inde-
pendent offices appropriation bill which
sought to go further in curtailing the
action of the executive department in as-
suming functions which I regard as be-
longing to and being inherent in the right
of the legislative body. This bill was re-
ported by the committee in March of this
year. I shall not read all of the pro-
ceedings in the committee, but I shall ask
to have inserted in the REcorp section
213 of the independent offices appropria-
tion bill, an amendment which related
not only to the F. E. P. C. but to any num-

ber of executive agencies of Government,_

This amendment prohibited the transfer
of any funds by the Executive for the
maintenance of any agency created by
Executive order which had been in exist-
ence for more than 1 year and for which
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the Congress had never made appropria=
tions or had not specifically approved by
legislative action, That amendment was
the subject of some debate. It was
finally approved by the Senate. It was
approved by the House, and is in the
independent offices appropriation bill
which has gone to the President.

There being no objection, the amend-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

Sec. 213. After January 1, 1945, no part of
any appropriation or fund made avallable by
this or any other act shall be allotted or made
available to, or used to pay the expenses of,
any agency or instrumentality including those
established by Executive order after such
agency or instrumentality has been in exist-
ence for more than 1 year, if the Congress
has not appropriated any money specifically
for such agency or instrumentality or spe=
cifically authorized the expenditure of funds
by it. For the purposes of this section, any
agency or instrumentality including those
established by Executive order shall be
deemed to have been in existence during
the existence of any other agency or instru-
mentality, established by a prior Executive
order, if the prinecipal functions of both of
such agencies or instrumentalities are sub-
stantially the same or similar. When any
agency or instrumentality is or has been pre-
vented from using appropriations by rea-
son of this section, no part of any appro-
priation or fund made available by this or
any other act shall be used to pay the ex-
penses of the performance by any other
agency or instrumentality of functions which
are substantially the same as or similar to
the principal functions of the agency or
instrumentality so prevented from using ap-
propriations, unless the Congress has spe-
cifically authorized the expenditure of funds
for performing such functions.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, no
Member of the Congress has been more
diligent in his attempt to assert the right
of the Congress to legislate in creating
agencies than has the Senator from
Georgia.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the REcorp at this point as a
part of my remarks a letter from the
Comptroller General of the United
States to a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives listing 40 or 50.executive
agencies which the Comptroller General
says may be affected by this amendment
to the independent offices appropriation
bill, of which amendment I was the au-
thor.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the Recorn,
as follows:

COMPTROLLER GENERAL OF
THE UNITED STATES,
Washington, May 31, 1944.
Hon, James M. FITZPATRICK,
House of Representatives. *

My DeAr MR. FIrzpATRICK: Reference is
made to your informal request for the fol-
lowing information:

1. A list of the Government agencles op-
erating at present under Presidential Execu-
tive order. =

2. A list of the Government agencies oper-
ating on funds set aside by the President—
such as the Committee on Fair Employment
Practice.

It is understoo.l that this information is
desired in connection with consideration of
the possible effect of SBenate amendment No,
68 to the lndependent offices appropriation
bill, 1845, H. R. 4070. Sald amendment, in
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the bill as passed by the Senate, 1s as fol-
lows:

“Sec. 218. After July 1, 1944, no part of any
appropriation or fund made available by
this or any other act shall be allotted or
made available to, or used to pay the ex-
penses of, any agency or instrumentality in-
cluding those established by Executive order
after such agency or instrumentality has
been In existence for more than 1 year, if
the Congress >as not appropriated any money
specifically for such agency or instrumental-
ity or specifically authorized the expenditure
of funds-by it. For the purposes of this sec-
tion, any agency or instrumentality includ-
ing those established by Executive order shall
be deemed to have been in existence during
the existence of any other agency or instru-
mentality, established by a prior Executive
order, if the prinecipal functions of both of
such agencles or instrumentalities are sub-
stantially the same or similar. When any
agency or instrumentality 1s or has been pre-
vented fronr using appropriations by reason
of this section, no part of any appropriation
or fund made available by this or any other
act shall be used to pay the expenses of the
performance by any other agency or instru-
mentality of functions which are substan-
tially the same as or similar to the principal
functions of the agency or instrumentality
so prevented from using appropriations, un-
less the Congress has specifically authorized
the expenditure of funds for performing such
functions.”

I have been unable, in the time available
for the compilation of the information you
desire, to have an exhaustive search made.
However, there appears in the Senate hear-
ings on the bill referred to abovr, H. R. 4070,
commencing on page 509, a letter dated Feb-
ruary 28, 1944, from the Bureau of the
Budget, furnishing, in response to a request
of Senator RusserL, information as to agen-
cies established by Execut've order or in any
other manner than by specific legislation,
and as to the method by which the expenses
of those agencies were financed. The two
lists which follow were catained from that
source, to which reference may be made tor
further details. Said letter included data
with respect to a considerable number of
agencies originally established by Executive
order, but now financed mainly by direct
appropriation. In view of the purpose of
your inguiry, and of the fact that these agen-
cies are operating at this time not only under
Presidential authority, but pursuant to spe-
cific annual appropriations, such agencies are
not included in the lists below.

The following list shows those Government
agencies operating at present under Execu-
tive orders or letters of the President, or pur-
suant to direction or approval of the Presi-
dent:

Agencies in the Executive Office of the
President: Committee for Congested Produc-
tion Areas; Liaison Office for Personnel Man-
agement; agencies in the Office for Emergency
Management: Board of War Communica-
tions, Committee on Fair Employment Prac-
tice, Foreign Economic Administration (some
constituent agencies), Office of Alien Prop-
erty Custodian; agencies in the Office of War
Mobilization: Retraining and Reemployment
Administration, Surplus War Property Ad-
ministration.

American Commission for the Protection
and Salvage of Artistic and Historic Monu-
ments in War Areas,

Committee to Investigate Racial Discrimi-
nations in Certain Fields of Railroad Employ-
ment.

Federal Interdepartmental Safety Council,

Federal Real Estate Board.

Agency in Federal Works Agency: Federal
Fire Council.

Interdepartmental Committee to Consider
Cases of Subversive Activities on the Part of
Federal Employees.
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Interdepartmental War Savings Bond Com-
mittee.

President's Committee for Education of
Men Demobilized From the Armed Forces.

President's War Relief Control Board.

War Refugee Board.

Agency under Department of Commerce:
National Patent Planning Commission.

Agencies under Department of the In-
terior: Coal Mines Administration, Puerto
Rico Legislative Committee.

Agency under Department of Labor: Wage
Adjustment Board.

The following list shows those Govern-
ment agencles operating on funds allocated
by the President:

Liaison Office for Personnel Management.

Committee for Congested Production Areas.

Committee on Fair Employment Practice.

Foreign Economic Administration (some
constituent agencies).

American Commission for the Protection
and Salvage of Artistic and Historic Monu-
ments in War Areas.

Comimittee to Investigate Racial Discrimi-
nations in Certain Fields of Railroad Em-
ployment.

President's Committee for Education of
Men Demobilized From the Armed Forces.

President's War Relief Control Board.

War Refugee Board.

Coal Mines Administration.

Puerto Rico Legislative Committee.

Wage Adjustment Board (in part).

Of these agencies, now financed by funds
allocated by the President, appropriations
for the following are included in pending
bills:

Committee on Fair Employment Practice
(National War Agency appropriation bill,
1945, H. R. 4879).

President's War Relief Control Board
(State Department appropriation bill, 1945,
H. R. 4204).

In addition, estimates for appropriations
for the following agencies have been sub-
mitted to the Congress:

Committee for Congested Production Areas
(H. Doc. No. 488).

American Commission for the Protection
and Salvage of Artistic and Historic Monu-
ments in War Areas (H. Doe. No. 568).

Foreign Economic Administration (H, Doc.
No. 566) .

While the full effect of the amendment
in question may not be determined definitely
from the facts now of record in this office,
the following corporations, as instrumentali-
ties of the Government, might be affected
in some manner by the provision as passed
by the Senate:

American President Lines, Ltd.

Cargoes, Inc.

Colonial Miea Corporation.

Defense Homes Corporation.

Federal National Mortgage Association.

Federal Subsistence Homesteads Corpora-
tion.

Panama Railroad Company,

Puerto Rico Cement Corporation.

Tennessee Valley Associated Cooperatives,
Inc.

United States Spruce Production Corpora-
tion.

War Emergency Pipelines, Inc.

War Hemp Industries, Inc.

‘War Materials, Inc.

Warrior River Terminal Company.

Detfense Supplies Corporation.

Metals Reserve Company.

Petroleum Reserves Corporation.

Rubber Development Corporation.

Rubber Reserve Company.

United States Commercial Company.

Institute of Inter-American Affairs.

Institute of Inter-American Transporta-
tion.

: Inter-American Educational Foundation,
ne.

Inter-American Navigation Corporation.
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Prencinradio.
I trust that the foregoing will serve the
purpose of your inquiry.
Sincerely yours,
Linpsay C. WARREN,
Comptroller General of the United States.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, not
only is the charge which has been made
unfair and untrue, but it is directly con-
troverted by the records of the Congress.
I have only this to say: If all the matter
which was inserted at such great length
by the Senator from New York has no
more basis in fact than the charge
printed in the Recorp, but not stated on
the floor, which questions my sincerity
in attempting to recapture all the
powers of Congress which may have
been assumed by the other coordinate
branches of this Government, it is not
worthy of the Senator. Neither is it
worth while for any person to read or
credit.

Mr, MEAD. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. BILBO. 1 yield.

Mr. MEAD. I have noted the brief
references to my distinguished colleague,
the junior Senator from Georgia, and I
am taking them out of the permanent
Recorp. I agree that in the past he has
indicated an opposition to agencies of
this character, and I wish to say so
publicly in the Senate.

I also wish to have it understood that
I gathered together all the information I
could bearing upon the constitutional
question, and because I did not wish to
take the time of the Senate, I, therefore,
asked the Senate to allow me to have it
made a part of the Recorp. In the
hurry of last evening I did not read it all
over as carefully as I might have done.
I assure the Senator that I am interested
now only in a vote on this question and
in making sure that there is nothing in
the Recorp which would be in the slight-
est degree objectionable to the Senator,
because I do not believe such a charge
is warranted, and I wish to be as fair as
I possibly can under the circumstances.
It is only just that I should treat my
colleague fairly.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the desire of the Senator from
New York to be fair. I assumed, on
reading this matter, which I saw only
about 30 or 40 minutes ago, that the
Senator from New York had not pre-
pared the brief. It presents a very able
constitutional argument for this un-
constitutional—from my viewpoint—
agency. Certainly the man who prepared
it exhausted every recourse in an at-
tempt to find some scintilla of authority
for it. But when the Senator from New
York stated, in response to a question
from the Senator from Mississippi, that
the remarks were his own, I could only
assume that the Senator had deliber-
ately stated in the REecorp something
that was not based on fact.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Chaffee, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed without amendment
the bill (8. 1157) to amend section 61 of
the National Defense Act of June 3, 1916,
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as amended, for the purpose of providing
such training of State and Territorial
military forces as is deemed necessary to
enable them to execute their internal se-
curity responsibilities within their re-
spective States and Territories.

The message also announced that the
House had passed the following bills of
the Senate, severally with an amend-
ment, in which it requested the concur-
rence of the Senate: -

8.1232. An act to provide equitable com-
pensation for useful suggestions or inven=-
tions by personnel of the Department of
the Interior;

8. 1634. An act to provide for the manage-
ment and operation of naval plantations out-
side the continental United States; and

8. 1669. An act to clarify the law relative to
allowances for mileage of graduates of the
United States Military Academy and trans-
portation of their dependents on assignment
to their first duty station and to the mile-
age allowance of persons entering the United
States Military Academy as cadets.

The message further announced that
the House had passed the following joint
resolutions, of the Senate, each with
amendmients, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate:

8.J.Res.93. Joint resolution declaring the
policy of the Congress with respect to the
independence of the Philippine Islands, and
for other purposes; and

5. J.Res. 84, Joint resolution establishing
the Filipino Rehabilitation Commission, de-
fining, its powers and duties, and for other
purposes.

The message also announced fthat the
House had passed the bill (S. 1432) to
extend the Civilian Pilot Training Act
of 1939, with an amendment; that the
House insisted upon its amendment,
asked a conference with the Senate on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and that Mr., BuLwiNkKLE, Mr.
Lea, Mr. BEckworTH, Mr. WoLVERTON of
New Jersey, and Mr. HoLMES were ap-
pointed managers on the part of the
House at the conference.

The message further announced that
the House had passed the bill (S. 1718)
to provide for the settlement of claims
arising from terminated war contracts,
and for other purposes, with an amend-
ment; that the House insisted upon its
amendment, asked a conference with the
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the

two Houses thereon, and that Mr. Sum-

~NErRs of Texas, Mr., WaLTter, Mr. Ke-
rAUVER, Mr. Hancock, and Mr. GWYNNE
were appointed managers on the part
of the House at the conference.

The message also announced that the
House still further insisted upon its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Sen-
ate numbered 10 to the bill (H. R. 4204)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of State, Justice, and Commerce,
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1945,
and for other purposes; agreed to the
still further conference asked by the Sen-
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and that Mr. Rasavur,
Mr. Keri, Mr, HARE, Mr. O'Brien of Illi-
nois, Mr. CARTER, Mr. STEFAN, and Mr.
JONES were appointed managers on the
part of the House at the conference,

The message further announced that
the House had agreea to the amendment
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of the Senate to each of the following
bills of the House:

H.R.14756. An act to amend further the
Civil Service Retirement Act approved May
290, 1930, as amended; and

H.R,3891. An act to provide night differ-
ential for certain employees.

The message also announced that the
House had agreed to the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R, 4320) relat-
ing to the computation of interest on
contributions to the civil-service retire-
ment fund returned to employees upon
their separation from the service.

The message further announced that
the House had agreed to the amendment
of the Senate No. 2 to the bill (H. R.
4292) to amend section 12 (b) of the act
of May 29, 1930, as amended, and that
the House had agreed to the amendment
of the Senate No. 1 to the bill and con-
curred therein with an amendment, in
which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate.

The message also announced that the
House had passed the following bills, in
which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate:

H.R.2654. An act to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Interior to adjust debts of indi-
vidual Indians, associations of Indians, or
Indian tribes, and for other purposes;

H.R.2069. An act to establish official
checking acecounts with the Treasurer of the
United Btates for clerks of Unlted States
courts and United States marshals;

H.R.3345. An act to authorize the leasing
of Indian lands for business, and for other
purposes;

H.R.4405. An act to amend the act ap-
proved March 7, 1842 (56 Stat. 143), as
amended (56 Stat. 1092; 50 App. U. 8. C,
Supp. III, 1001-1017, inclusive), so as to more
specifically provide for pay, allotments, and
administration pertaining to war casualties,
and for other purposes;

H.R.4615. An act to establish, for the in-
vestigation and control of tuberculosis, a
divigion in the Public Health Service, and
for other purposes;

H.R.4625. An act to extend the existence
of the Alaskan International Highway Com-
mission for an additional 4 years;

H.R.4728. An act to amend the act en-
titled “An act to expedite the provision of
housing in connection with national defense,
and for other purposes,” approved October
14, 1940, as amended;

H.R.4780. An act to fix the fees for do-
mestic-insured and collect-on-delivery mail,
special-delivery service, and for other pur-

0ses;

H.R.4935. An act to provide for a study
of multiple taxation of air commerce, and
for other purposes;

H.R.4949. An act to amend the Becond
War Powers Act, 1042;

H. R. 4991. An act to remove restrictions on
transfers of small craft to other American
republics in furtherance of the war effort;

H.R.4999. An act to increase the service-
connected disability rates of pension for cer-
tain Regular Establishment veterans and
veterans of wars prior to World War No. 1;
and

H.R, 5025. An act to allow credit in con-
nection with certain homestead entries for
military or naval service rendered during
World War No. 2.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED

The following bills were severally read
twice by their titles and referred as indi-
cated:
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H.R. 26564. An act to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Interior to adjust debts of indi-
vidual Indians, associations of Indians, or
Indian tribes, and for other purposes; and

H. R, 383456. An act to authorize the leasing
of Indian lands for business, and other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

H.R.2069. An act to establish official
checking accounts with the Treasurer of the
United States for clerks of United States
courts and United States marshals; to the
Committee on Expenditures in the Executive
Departments. ;

H.R.4405. An act to amend the act ap-
proved March 7, 1942 (56 Stat. 153), as
amended (56 Stat. 1092; 50 App. U. 8. C,,
Supp. III, 1001-1017, inclusive), so as to
more specifically provide for pay, allotments,
and administration p to war cas-
ualties, and for other purposes; and

H.R. 4091, An act to remove restrictions
on transfers of small craft to other American
republics in furtherance of the war effort;
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

H.R. 4615. An act to establish, for the in-
vestigation and control of tuberculosis, a di-
vision in the Public Health Service, and for
other purposes; and

H.R.4728. An act to amend the act en-
titled “An act to expedite the provision of
housing in connection with national cefense,
and for other purposes,” approved October
14, 1940, as amended; to the Committes on
Education and Labor.

H.R.4625. An act to extend the existence
of the Alaskan International Highway Com-
mission for an additional 4 years; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

H.R.4780. An act to fix the fees for do=-
mestic insured and collect-on-delivery mail,
special-delivery service, and for other pur-
poses; and

H.R.4949. An sct to amend the Second
War Powers Act, 1942; to the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads.

H.R.4935. An act to provide for a study
of multiple taxation of air commerce, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Commerce,

H.R.4999. An act to increase the service-
connected disability rates of pension for
certain Regular Establishment veterans and
veterans of ware prior to World War No. 1:
to the Committee on Pensions.

H.R.5025. An act to allow credit in con-
nection with certain homestead entries for
military or naval service rendered during
World War No. 2; to the Committee on Pub-
lic Lands and Surveys,

CLAIMS ARISING FROM TERMINATION
OF WAR CONTRACTS

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, a mes-
sage has just been received from the
House, relating to Senate bill 1718, the
war contract termination bill. The
House has requested a conference. I
should like to have the message laid
before the Senate at this time, because
the conferees on the part of the House
are here in the corridor, waiting to hold
a conference on the hill.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore laid before the Senate a message
from the House of Representatives in-
sisting on its amendment to the bill
(8. 1718) to provide for the seftlement
of claims arising from terminated war
contracts, and for other purposes, and
requesting g conference with the Senate
on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon.

Mr. MURRAY. I move that the
Senate disagree to the amendment of
the House, agree to the conference asked
by the House on the disagreeing voles
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of the two Houses thereon, and that the
Chair appoint the conferees on the part
of the Senate.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore, The question is on the motion
of the Senator from Montana,

The motion was agreed to; and the
Acting President pro tempore appointed
Mr. Murray, Mr. JornsoN of Colorado,
Mr. WaLLGrEN, Mr. GurNey, and Mr,
Revercome conferees on the part of the
Senate.

EXTENSION OF CIVILIAN PILOT TRAIN-
ING ACT

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore laid before the Senate a message
from the House of Representatives in-
sisting upon its amendment to the bill
(S. 1432) to extend the Civilian Pilot
Training Act of 1939, and requesting a
conference with the Senate on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. RADCLIFFE. Mr. President, I
move that the Senate disagree to the
amendment of the House, agree to the
request of the House for a conference,
and that the Chair appoint the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Acting President pro tempore ap-
pointed Mr. RapcLiFFe, Mr. Mgap, and
Mr. BRewsTER conferees on the part of
the Senate.

INDEPENDENCE OF THE PHILIPPINE
: ISLANDS

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore laid before the Senate the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives to
the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 93) declar-
ing the policy of the Congress with re-
spect to the independence of the Philip-
pine Islands, and for other purposes,
which were, on page 4, line 2, to strike out
“full and”, and on page 4, 'line 6, after
“authorized”, to insert “after proclaim-
ing that constifutional processes and
normal function of government have
been' restored in the Philippine Islands
and.”

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I
should like to say that the joint resolu-
tion which has for its purpose the pos-
sible acceleration of the date of ultimate
Philippine independence is one of the
measures which we have just considered,
to which the House made minor amend-
ments. At the time the joint resolution

. was infroduced in the Senate by me it

was as a result of a conference with vari-
ous members of the President's Cabinet,
members of the Army and Navy, and
members of the Filipino Cabinet, in
which the President of the Philippines,
President Manuel QuezZon, took a lead-
ing part, as did the Vice President, Mr,
Osmefia,

However, in order that, so far as the
Joint resolution is concerned, there may
be no misunderstanding of it, its inten-
tion was not to postpone, in the face of
any contingency, the date for inde-
pendence as set forth in the Tydings-
McDuffie Act, but only if circumstances
permitted it to come before that ulti-
mate date this joint resolution would be
effective insofar as that feature of the
aclt is concerned.
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In order that my own position in that
respect may be clear, let me guote just
one paragraph from a letter I wrote to
President Manuel Quezon attempting to
clarify what I thought was the situation.
It is as follows:

Delegate ELIZALDE also spoke to me in ref-
erence to Senate Joint Resolution $3, which
I personally feel should be passed by the
House. I have been informed of your mis-
glvings concerning this legislation, but I can
assure you that it is my personal opinion that
Senate Joint Resolution 83 does not author-
ize the postponement of independence be-
yond July 4, 1946.

Which was the date fixed in the Tyd-
ings-McDuffie Act—

The passage of this resolution will put you
in a most favorable position. If the United
States forces should recapture the Philip-
pines hefore 1946, independence would be
advanced. If the occupation should be re-
tarded beyond July 4, 1946, independence
would nevertheless be a reality on the date
provided by the Tydings-McDuffie law. BSuch
was my understanding in the conferences
held in connection with and prior to the
introduction of this resolution.

Thus it will be seen from the letter,
as I am sure it will appear from the
law, that in no case would Philippine in-
dependence come later than July 4, 1946,
and if our military ventures in the Phil-
ippines make it possible to give the Fili-
pinos independence prior to that date,
it will be accorded to them prior to that
date, but in neither event does the law
have in mind postponing ultimate in-
dependence beyond July 4, 15486.

Mr. President, I move that the Senate
concur in the amendments of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

FILIPINO REHABILITATION COMMISSION

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore laid before the Senate the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives
to the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 94) es-
tablishing the Filipino Rehabilitation
Commission, defining its powers and du-
ties, and for other purposes, which were,
on page 1, to strike out lines 3 and 4
and insert “That section 13 of the act
of March 24, 1934, as amended, is here=
by further amended by striking out the
provise and inserting in lieu thereof the
following”; on page 1, line 5, to strike
out “Sec. 13”; on page 2, line 4, after
“Philippines”, to insert “each appointee
shall serve at the pleasure of his appro-
priate appointing authority”; on page 2,
line 24, after “present”, to insert “or here-
tofore agreed upon”; on page 2, line 25,
to strike out “replace” and insert “make
adjustments for”; on page 3, line 1, to
strike out all after “Japanese”, down to
and including “of”, in line 4, and insert
“in order to reestablish”; on page 3, line
23, after “be”, to insert “on a per diem
basis at the date of”, and to amend the
title so as fo read: “Joint resolution to
amend section 13 of Philippine Inde-
pendence Act, as amended, establishing
the Filipino Rehabilitation Commission,
defining its powers and duties, and for
other purposes.”

Mr. TYDINGS. I move that the Sen-
ate concur in the amendments of the
House,

The motion was agreed to.
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NAVAL PLANTATIONS OUTSIDE THE
CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore laid before the Senate the amend-
ment, of the House of Representatives to
the bill from the Senate (S. 1634) to pro-
vide for the management and operation
of naval plantations outside the conti-
nental United States which was, to strike
out all after the enacting clause and in-
sert:

That hereafter the appropriations for the
subsistence of naval personnel shall be avail-
able for any and all expenditures necessary
in the management, operation, maintenance,
and improvement of any plantation or farm,
on land subject to naval jurisdiction outside
of the continental United States, for the pur-
pose of furnishing food and food products
to the armed forces of the United States:
Provided, That equipment, material, and
supplies required therein may be purchased
without regard to section 3709 of the Re-
vised Statutes, and other laws applicable to
purchases by governmental agencies: Pro-
vided further, That only American nationals,
employees of the United States, shall be en-
titled to benefits under the civil-service laws,
and other laws of the United States relating
to the employment, work, compensation,
rights, benefits, or obligations of civilian em-
ployees of the United States: Provided jfur-
ther, That surplus production over the

‘amount furnished or sold to the armed forces

of the United States and to civilians serv-
ing with the armed forces may only be sold
outside the continental limits of the United
States: And provided further, That no land
shall be acquired under this authorization,

Sec. 2. This act shall remain in effect until
the termination of the present war and for
6 months thereafter,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I
move that the Senate concur in the
amendment of the House,

The motion was agreed to,

APPROPRIATIONS FOR WAR AGENCIES

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 4879) making appropri-
ations for war agencies for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1845, and for other pur-
poses.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The question is' on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Russerr] to strike out on page 10, lines 3
to 16, inclusive, as amended.

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, I am glad
to have yielded to my colleagues for this
discussion. I promise the Senate not to
consume much time. I had seriously
considered the advisability of not speak-
ing at all, because I discovered, in asso-
ciation with my colleagues, that the die
had already been cast. Their minds
seemed to me to have been made up, and
it seemed to me that we might as well
proceed to a vote. However, in order to
keep the record straight, I have decided
to make a few observations.

I wish to begin by referring to the
June 13 issue of the Washington Post.
Senators know this newspaper. They
know who owns it and who fizes its
policies, It is our good friend Eugene
Meyer, together with his good wife. We
are not surprised at the things we some-
times see in this newspaper. In fact,
whatever I see in it does not disturb me.

The Washington Post for June 13 con-
tains an editorial under the heading
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“Fair practices.”
follows:

Unfortunately, however, the issue has been
distorted and obscured—imbued with wholly
irrelevant emotional overtones and linked
with complex questions of interracial rela-
tions.

In conclusion the editorial says:

The House has voted an appropriation of
half a milllon dollars to carry on the
F. E. P. C’s work. The Benate Appropria=
tions Committee, despite an unfavorable sub-
committee report, has recommended the ap-
proval of this sum. Today the Senate as a
whole will begin discussion of it. We hope
that the discussion will be concerned with
the real issue—not with bugbears conjured
up to obfusecate it. ‘We cannot deny to citi-
zens of the United States equality of eco-
nomic opportunity.

With this introduction I wish to state
that I am convinced that a great many
of my colleagues have not stopped to
analyze the real meaning of this piece of
legislation. There has been no attempt
to “obfuscate” the issue, as the Post says.
The line of discussion up to date has
dealt with the legal and constitutional
aspects. I think it is pretty well agreed
that there is no constitutional ground
upon which this appropriation could be
made; that the President has exceeded
his authority and powers under the Con-
stitution; and that this agency cannot
be constitutionally approved. The rea-
son it is going to be approved is that it
was conceived and brought forth in the
political mind. The purpose of it is
political, from beginning to end, as I pro-
pose to show,

A few years ago a Member of the
House facetiously remarked that many
times we vote for bills, and the next day
we buy the newspapers to see what we
voted for. That remark was only face-
tious, but there may be a suggestion of
truth in it. For example, the other day
we voted $909,500 for the support of How-
ard University, in the city of Washing-
ton. The only ground upon which we
could appropriate that much of the tax-
payers’ money would be on the general
ground of public welfare. There is cer-
tainly no authority for it, unless we
stretch the Constitution, as Thomas Jef-
ferson did when he purchased the Lou-
isiana Territory. The appropriation
cannot be justified. In the reconstruc-
tion days following the Civil War, under
the leadership of Thaddeus Stevens,
Charles Sumner, and others of their kind
who were embittered against the South
and were trying to rejuvenate the black
race, the idea of establishing Howard
University for the higher education of
the Negro was conceived, and Congress
has continued from year to year to make
appropriations for the support of this
institution, spending nearly $1,000,000 a
vear for it.

Nearly all the States in the Union in
which there is a Negro population have
established educational institutions for
the Negroes. In Mississippl we have a
very fine Negro college, supported by the
State. That is all right; it should be
done. But the Congress of the United
States spends the taxpayers’ money for
only one university in America, and that

It reads in part as
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is Howard University. It is exclusively
for the Negro race, not for the members
of the white race. That cannot be jus-
tified. It must be excused simply on the
broad ground that it is good for the pub-
lic welfare. But when we voted for that
appropriation the other day I dare say
not many Senators knew what is being
done at Howard University.

I wish to read to the Senate a write-up
on some of the things which are happen-
ing there:

Speaking on a program which included re-
marks by Representative HAMILTON FIsH, of
New York—

All Members of the Senate know him—

Representative HaroLp ENvuTsoN, of Minne-
sota—

He is well known—

Representative Winriam A. Rowan, Edgar G.
Brown—

Of local fame—

Rev. Walter H. Brooks, Benjamin Crowson,
and & splendid address by Dr. Charles R.
Drew, Spingarn Medal winner and the first
director of the American Blood Bank, who in
giving the story of blood and blood plasma
gald that there is no difference between
colored and white peoples' blood, Prof. Wil-
liam Leo Hansberry—

Note that name, please—

famous anthropologist of Howard University
presented interesting discoveries to a thrilled
interracial audience at the monthly banquet-
forum of the Institute on Race Relations
held at the Asbury Methodist Church, 11th
and K Btreets NW, Washington, D. C., last
Thursday, April 27, 1944,

The Asbury Methodist Church is the
same place at which was held a mass
meeting during which there was adopted
a resolution asking me to resign as chair-
man of the Senate Committee on the
District of Columbia. I imagine about
the same kind of crowd was present there
when the meeting I am now referring to
was held.

I read further from the résumé:

Professor Hansberry, who was introduced
by Tomlinson D. Todd, the President of the
Institute on Race Relations, gave a vivid pic-
ture of early African eivilizations. He also
presented in a clear style the migration of
the population in the Sahara region of Africa
(and now the SahéAra desert) to Europe and
Asia, when this region started drying up and
turning into a huge desert. As a result of
climatic conditions, Negro-type people
bleached out in Europe and became the white
people. To substantiate this early migration
he stated, “skeletons of the Negroid type
have been found in several Eurcpean and
Asiatic countries.” .

In his discourse, the speaker enumerated
8 reasons for the collapse of the African
civilizations. This collapse, “which occurred
in the fifteenth, sixteenth, and seventeenth
centuries, was caused by (1) the slave trade
carrled on by the Arabs; (2) the continuous
drying up of the Bahara region; (3) the
European slave trade which lasted 250 years,

“Since a race of people is judged by its past
achievements,” he stated, “it 1s important
that information about Africa’s contribution
to civilization be assembled and put into the
language of the layman or average man.”

In other words, the Congress of the
United States is paying the taxpayers’

money for the support of a university at
which the professor of anthropology is
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teaching American Negro youth that the
white man descended from the Negro. I
do not know whether Senafors like that
idea or not. It is news to me. Senators
may wish to know why so many out-
breaks have been occurring—and I shall
deal with them directly—among the
younger generation of Negroes. It is be-
cause of the -dissemination into their
minds of this kind of doctrine or teach-
ing. Dr, Hansberry demonstrates and
proves to a class of young Negroes that,
because a Negro-type skeleton was
found somewhere in northern Europe, all
the white people have migrated from
Africa or have descended from the Ne-
groes, and that the reason they are white
is that they went north and bleached
out. Mr., President, certainly such
teaching makes the young Negro feel he
is the beginning and the end of all races
and of all things. The outbreaks which
I shall mention in a few minutes have
been occurring as a follow-up on the
question of discrimination.

Mr. President, I have brought to the
attention of the Senate the matter of the
teaching of anthropology at Howard
University by Dr, Hansberry to prove
that frequently when we are doing things
we de not know what we are doing. Ido
not think any Senator on the floor would
relish the idea that he was paying out
the taxpayers’ money to support a uni-
versity which was permitting the pro-
fessor of anthropology at that university
to teach this kind of doctrine, namely,
that the white man descended from the
Negro, merely because an African skele-
ton happened to be found in northern
Europe. Dr. Hansberry does not let his
mind go free, or he would at once under=-
stand that the white man had gone down
to Africa and gotten an African, carried
him back into Europe, and used him
there as a slave, as we did in this coun-
try before the Civil War. I cannot help
it if that Negro died in northern Europe.
All reputable anthropologists and eth-
nologists agree that the human race is
divided into three classes, namely, the
white, black, and brown. This is the first
time I have known of any professor in a
university advancing the idea that the
white race ascended from the black race.

It is true that prejudices exist here and
there between the races. We do not like
the Japs, and we are not infatuated with
the Chinese. When I say “we,” I do not
mean to include Miss Pearl Buck, but I
am referring to the rest of us. The
Chinese belong to an entirely different
race. I have no hatred against the
Negro. I can make that statement
truthfully, and I think my personal rec-
ord will prove that I have no hatred for
him. For 8 years I was Governor of the
only State in the Union in which there
were more Negroes than whites. I had
no trouble with them. I treated them
fairly and squarely. I tried to give them
a break in life, and afford them oppor-
tunities for education. When I thought
that a job had been “put up” on a Negro
in the courts I was free in my use of the
pardoning power in order to adjust the
situation. There were only a few cases
of lynching during my tenure of office.
Once in awhile a rape occurred, and no
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power of any Governor could have
stopped the administration of immedi-
ate justice—liquidating the rapist. How=-
ever, I can say that there were fewer
cases involving the breaking down of law
in Mississippi than in New York State.
It is a matter of official record that there
is, on an average, a killing of at least
one Negro every night in Harlem, New
York. Yet, that locality is the source of
a great deal of the clamor with reference
to race prejudice and race discrimina-
tion.

Behind the bill under consideration is
the fundamental idea advanced by A.
Philip Randolph, Judge Hastie, Judge
Wilkins, of the N. A. A. C. P., and Walter
White, of the N, A. A. C. P,, that any form
or type of segregation is a discrimina-
tion. The committee for which we are
asked to appropriate $500,000 of the peo-
ple’s money is married to the one idea
that segregation of any sort is diserimi-
nation. The Supreme Court has held re-
peatedly that segregation wherein both
parties are given equal treatment is not
discrimination. But in the midst of the
war the persons to whom I have referred
are determined to carry on and prosecute
their campaign to eliminate all types of
segregation. i

Many persons in this country are
coddling and playing up to the Negro in
order to secure his vote. Personally, or
in any other way, I am not interested in
the Negro voting. The Negro does not
vote in my State, and he is not going to
vote within a long, long time. Congress
may pass all the anti-poll-tax legislation
it wishes to pass, but the Negro is not
going to vote in my State at this time.
I suggest that if any of them wish to vote
they can move to New York or Pennsyl-
vania, in either of which States they will
possibly find a more congenial atmos-
phere.

I hold in my hand a signed statement
of A. Philip Randolph. He takes credit
for bringing about the appointment of
the Committee on Fair Employment
Practice, and points to it as an achieve-
ment in connection with his famous “On
to Washington” movement, which took
place in 1941, when he organized 200,000
Negroes, and proposed to march on the
city of Washington and demand all the
things which the Negro, through the
N. A. A. C. P. and other organizations,
are demanding today. It has been freely
charged that the President made a trade
with Randolph in order to prevent his
march on Washington, and that he issued
for Randolph the famous Executive
Order No. 8802.

Mr. President, I shall take the time of
the Senate to read into the REcorD what
Randolph says about this proposition.
It is headed “Why Should We March?”
and reads as follows:

Though I have found no Negroes who want
to see the United Nations lose the war, I
have found many who, before the war ends,
want to see the stuffing knocked out of white
supremacy and of empire over subject peoples,
American Negroes, involved as we are in the
general issues of the conflict, are confronted
not with a choelce but with the challenge both
to win demucracy for ourselves at home and

to help win the war for democracy the world
over,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

There Is no escape from the horns of this
dilemma. There ought not to be escape.
For if the war for democracy is not won
abroad, the fight for democracy cannot be
won at home. If this war cannot be won
for the white peoples, it will not be won for
the darker races.

Conversely, if freedom and equality are not
vouchsafed the peoples of color, the war for
democracy will not be won. Unless this
double-barreled thesls is accepted and ap-
plied, the darker races will never whole-
heartedly fight for the victory of the United
Nations. That is why those familiar with
the thinking of the American Negro have
sensed his lack of enthusiasm, whether
among the educated or uneducated, rich or
poor, professional or nonprofessional, reli-
glous or secular, rural or urban, north, south,
east, or west,

That is why questions are being raised by
Negroes In church, labor union, and fra-
ternal society; in poolroom, barbershop,
schoolroom, hospital, hair-dressing parlor; on
college campus, railroad, and bus. One can
hear such questions asked as these: What
have Negroes to fight for? What's the dif-
ference between Hitler and that “cracker”
Talmadge of Georgia? Why has a man got
to be Jim Crowed to die for democracy? If
you haven't got democracy yourself, how can
you carry it to somebody else?

What are the reasous for this state of
mind? The answer is: Discrimination, segre-
gation, Jim Crow. Witness the Navy, the
Army, the Air Corps; and also Government
services at Washington. In many parts of
the South, Negroes in Uncle Sam’s uniform
are being put upon, mobbed, sometimes even
shot down by civilian and military police,
and on occasion lynched. Vested political
interests in race prejudice are so deeply en-
trenched that to them winning the war
against Hitler is secondary to preventing Ne-
groes from winning democracy for thems-
selves. This is worth many divisions to Hit-
ler and Hirohito. While labor, business, and
farm are subjected to ceilings and floors and
not allowed fo carry on as usual, these in-
terests trade in the dangerous business of
race hate as usual.

When the defense program hegan and bil-
lions of the taxpayers’ money were appro=
priated for guns, ships, tanks, and bombs,
Negroes presented themselves for work only
to be given the cold shoulder. North as well
as South, and despite their qualifications,
Negroes were denied skilled employment.
Not until their wrath and indignation took
the form of a proposed protest march on
‘Washington, scheduled for July 1, 1941, did
things begin to move in the form of defense
jobs for Negroes. The moreh was postponed
by the timely issuance, June 25, 1941, of the
famous Executive Order No. 8802, by Presi-
dent Roosevelt. But thils order and the Pres-
ident’s Committee on Fair Employment Prac-
tice, established thereunder, have as yet
only scratched the surface by way of elim-
inating discriminations on account of race
or color in war industry. Both management
and labor unions in too many places and in
too many ways are still drawing the color
line.

If we read the record of proceedings
under Dr. Ross, it will be found that the
Committee is delving into every depart~
ment of the Government. Today Mus.
NorTonN, in the other House, is working
hour after hour in an attempt to have
passed through the House a bill to make
the Committee permanent, and to in-
clude within its jurisdiction every organi-
zation and every business activity in the
country which, under the definition of
the Supreme Court, comes under inter-
state commerce. Then, as Randolph
says, he will begin to scratch the surface
and more than scratch the surface,
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I wish to say to some Senators who
are planning to vote for this appropria- -
tion and to give life to this movement
they had just as well get ready to select
one of these mulattoes or high-brown or
yellow girls as their stenographer, be-
cause Dr. Ross and his organization will
be serving notice on them, when he be-
comes fixed and permanent in his posi-
tion, that Senators are discriminating
against the colored girls of the Nation;
that Senators ought to have Negro girls
in their offices, and they had just as
well get ready for it. It is coming, and
I assure them that when they get one
all the B. O. powders on earth will not
dissipate the odoriferous aroma they will
find permeating their offices day by day.

When A. Philip Randolph got his
Order No. 8802 in a trade with the Pres-
ident not to bring his Negroes on to
Washington, what did they do? What
has this Committee done for the District
of Columbia? Go down into the depart-
ments and it will be made plain. Before
this took place there was some semblance
of segregation in all the departments.
But what did they do? They proceeded
at once to visit all the departments of
the Government in Washington, tear out
the partitions that separated the eat-
ing places of the whites and the blacks,
and throw them all together at the same
table. Then they tore out the partitions
separating the closets, the rest rooms,
and the wash rooms in all departments,
and forced all employees to use the same
rest rooms. That is what has been tak-
ing place as the result of this order, of
this Committee, of this movement.

Some of my colleagues may have
schooled themselves to tolerate or en-
dorse forcing the white women in the
departments to use the same toilet facili-
ties used by the colored employees, but
I have not yet reached the point where
I think it is proper for the United States
Congress to support legislation and ap-
propriate the tax money to foster and
perpetuate an organization that is en-
gaged in this kind of business, of forc-
ing white girls from all over the Na-
tion—I am not speaking solely of white
girls from the South—not only to eat
with the Negro, in violation of all their
conceptions and ideals of the relation-
ship between the two races but forcing
them to use the same toilets. There are
all sorts of disorders taking place between
the whites and the blacks in the de-
partments because of the enforcement
.of the order doing away with the segre-
gation of the races insofar as the eating
places and the toilet facilities in the de-
partments are concerned.

It is to meet this situation squarely with
direct action that the March on Washington
Movement launched its present program of
protest mass meetings. Twenty thousand
were in attendance at Madison Square Gar-
den, June 26; 9,000 in the City Auditorium
of St. Louis, August 14. Meetings of
such magnitude were unprecedented among
Negroes. The vast throngs were drawn
from all walks and levels of Negro life—
businessmen, teachers, laundry workers,
Pullman porters, waiters, and red caps;
preachers, crapshooters, and social workers;
Jitterbugs and Ph. D.'s. They came and sat
in silence, thinking, applauding only when
they considered the truth was told. when
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they felt strongly that something was going
to be done about it.

The March on Washington Movement Is
essentially a movement of the people. It is
all Negro and pro-Negro, but not for that
reason anti-white or anti-Semitie, or anti-
Catholic, or anti-foreign, or anti-labor. Its
major weapon is the nonviolent demonstra=-
tion of Negro mass power. Negro leadership
has united back of its drive for jobs and
justice. “Whether Negroes should march
on Washington, and if so, when?" will be the
focus of a forthcoming national conference.
For the plan of a protest march has not been
abandoned. Its purpose would be to dem-
onstrate that American Negroes are in deadly
earnest, and all out for their full rights. No
power on earth can cause them today to
abandon their fight to wipe out every vestige
of second class citizenship and the dual
standards that plague them.

A community is democratic only when the
humblest and weakest person can enjoy the
highest civil, economie, and social rights that
the biggest and most powerful possess. To
trample on these rights of both Negrces and
poor whites is such a commonplace In the
Bouth that it takes readily to anti-social,
anti-labor, anti-Semitie, and anti-Catholic
propaganda It was because of laxness in
enforcing the Weimar Constitution in repub-
lican Germany that nazi-lsm made headway.
Oppression of the Negroes in the United
States, like suppression of the Jews in Ger-
many, may open the way for a Fascist dic-
t torship.

By fighting for their rights now, American
Negroes are helping to make America a moral
and spiritual arsenal of democracy. Their
fight against the poll tax, against lynch law,
segregation, and Jim Crow, their fight for
economie, political, and social equality, thus
becomes part of the Global War for freedom.

In other words, A. Philip Randolph, the
organizer and the head of the on-to-
Washington movement, which gave birth
to the Fair Employment Practice Com-
mittee, which is under discussion—and he
takes full credit for getting it as a result
of his efforts to invade Washington with
200,000 Negroes en masse—does not hesi-
tate. He says very frankly that one of
the things the Negro is fighting for in
this war and in this campaign and this
Committee is social equality between the
whites and the blacks. It will be found
that some of the Negro agitators and
some of the Negro speakers and preachers
say, “Oh, no; we do not want social
equality; we want our economic rights;
we want our political rights.” They lie.
Back in the heart of every Negro in Amer-
ica who is behind movements of this
kind is the dream of social equality and
intermarriage between whites and blacks.
They boast of the fact. Dr. Franz Boas,
the great anthropologist of Columbia
University, boasts of the fact that the
intermarriage and the mingling of the
two bloods would bring about a better
race, On that theory there have been
books written—The Yellow Race. That
is their dream; that is their hope; that
is what they are fighting for.

The Negro gets an economic square
deal as much as could be expected. He is
given a chance fo work, unless he fails to
join a union. Of course, now, if he does
not pay his lodge “poll tax” and his
monthly dues and his initiation fee, he
can starve and go to hell so far as the
C. I. O. and the other unions are con-
cerned, because they demand payment
of the poll tax before a man can work—
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and work is a greater right than is
voting.

Members of the Senate ought to know
where the Fair Employment Practice
Committee came from. It weas born
through the activity of A. Philip Ran-
dolph, who organized the movement “On
to Washington,” and the President made
a trade with him, I am informed, and is-
sued the famous Executive Order 8802.

Things were not getting along very
well, and they organized a committee
headed by Mr. Mark Etheridge, who is
now connected with the old Louisville
Courier in Louisville, Ky. Then they
had Dr. McLean as head of it, and finally
they reorganized again and made Dr.
Ross the head of it, and it is the present
organization we are ncw considering.

Mr. President, it has been charged
freely many times that instead of this
Committee being of real benefit to the
war effort end unity, it is sowing the
seeds of discord, and bringing about dis-
ruptions, bringing on strikes and condi-
tions of that kind. I wish to read a para-
graph from PM, the issue of Sunday,
June 18, last Sunday. From New Or-
leans, La., comes this special:

New Iberia authorities conceal story ol
worst anti-Negro flare-up in years.

Four leading Negroes ¢ New Iberia
were sorely beaten and forced to leave
that part of Louisiana,

Let me read the background of this:

The seeds of this instance of race persecu-
tlon were planted, accor ‘ing to the victims,
when a committee of Negroes, led by Hardy
as representatives of the N. A. A, C. P.—

That is Walter White's organization.
By the way, I presume all Senators have
read in the New York Times and other
newspapers that Walter White celebrated
his twenty-fifth anniversary in the
Roosevelt Hotel a few nights.ago, and the
leading actors at the celebration were
Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt and Wendell L.
Willkie. A collection was taken up, and
Mr. Willkie gave the N. A. A. C. P. a nice
little check for $5,000. There is no rec-
ord of Mrs. Roosevelt making any con-
tribution, except what she had to say.

I continue reading from the dispatch:

The seeds of this instance of race perse-
cution were planted, according to the vic-
tims, when s committee of Negroes, led by
Hardy as representatives of the N. A. A.C. P,,
asked that a welding school for Negroes be
established, shortly after the opening of a
similar school for whites by the War Man-
power Commission and the United States De-
partment of Education.

Listen to this:

Local efforts of the Negro committee met
with falilure, it is sald, and the committee
then contacted the F. E. P. C. office in Dallas.
Tex.

And the next Monday morning they
opened a welding school for the Negroes,
the riot broke out, and the Negroes had
to leave town.

Mr. President, that indicates exactly
what this organization is doing. They
are so extreme, they are so radical, that
instead of letting the white man and thé
black man work out their own salvation
when they are forced to live side by
side, as they have been doing, agitators
and long-haired social workers, like Dr.
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Ross, are sowing the seeds of discord
throughout the country, and they are
using this instrument of government to
bring about trouble.

Now let us see about some more trouble
that has been happening as a result of
all this coddling and these political ap-
peals to the Negroes. I read from the
New York Times:

PASSENGER ON B. M. T. TRAIN SHOT FOR OBJECTING
TO ROWDY ACTS OF EIGHT YOUNG NEGRO HOOD=
LUMS
Eight Negro hoodlums, 15 to 17 years old,

terrorized more than a hundred passengers

on a Brighton Beach Line B. M. T. subway
train bound from Coney Island to Franklin

Avenue, Brooklyn, last night, and when one

of the passengers objected they felled him

with a blow and, while he was lying pros-
trated, shot him twice.

The youths escaped at the Park Place Sta-
tion before police radio cars reached the
scene. Their victim, John Montero, 29 years
old, of 1683 University Avenue, the Bronx,
was taken to Jewish Hospital, suffering from
bullet wounds of the left wrist and the left
hip. His condition was not dangerous, it
was said at the hospital.

Listen to this:

The Negro youths boarded the eight-car
train, some sections of which were crowded,
at the Prospect Park Station, shortly before
9 p. m. They began running through the
cars yelling:

“This is D-day for the colored folks, white
trash get off.” '

Pushing passengers about and rough-hous=
ing them, the boys made themselves obnox-
ious, and when the train stopped at the
Botanical Gardens Station a number of the
passengers got off, to wait for the next train.
The gang continued its rowdylsm, seeking
to annoy the passengers,

As the train approached the Park Place
Station, Mr. Montero told the boys to quiet
down, that their conduct was beyond endur-
ance. One of the boys took a swing at him,
hitting him in the jaw. He fell to the floor.
Before the other passengers could see what
was happening, two revolver shots rang out,
the bullets finding a mark in Mr. Montero’s
prone body.

Police of the Grand Avenue Station are
investigating.

I read an article entitled “Editorials
of Note,” which quotes from the Colum-
bus Commercial-Dispatech, as follows:

EDITORIALS OF NOTE

From the Columbus Commercial-Dispatch
the following incident where the races are
mixed in New York City shows the dangers
of such a system even in northern communi-
ties:

NEw Yorx, May 11.—Police reported that
25 white and 25 Negro girls fought for almost
half an hour in the cafeteria of Brooklyn
Girls High School today and that 4 pupils
were injured, 1 seriously.

Rose Gallop, 16, Negro, was arrested on a
charge of third-degree assault on complaint
of Albert Levine, a white teacher, who said
she assaulted him when he told her to stay
in line just prior to the disturbance.

Police told this story:

“White girls defending the teacher's action,
and Negro pupils, taking the side of the
Gallop girl, argued and then fought with
chairs, dishes, fists, and fingernails as
weapons.

“Edna Farnsworth, prineipal, and Alice Gar-
vey, her assistant, attempted unsuccessfully
to restore order, then called police.

“Fifteen uniformed policemen and 10 de-
tectives responded and quelled the disturb=~
ance.”
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This is just one instance of the conse-
quences of the violation of the basie, funda-
mental system of race segregation.

Segregation is the only basis on which the
two races can live in peace and harmony
and it is inescapable.

No right-thinking person wants to deny
Negroes their economic and civil rights.

They are entitled to fair and just treat-
ment. v

They are entitled to live in peace and to
enjoy the economic and civil rights of free
people.

But racial differences must be recognized
and wise and just and reasonable segregation
is the only solution of the problem.

This is fundamentally true and inescapa-
ble, all the agitation of troublemakers to the
contrary notwithstanding.

That, Mr. President, is another in-
stance of LaGuardia government and
coddling from Washington of the young
promising American MNegro.

I read from another newspaper article,
as follows:

BOY TELLS HOW 10 YOUTHS BEAT WOMAN ON
TROLLEY

An evewitness related today that at least
10 Negro boys and girls kicked and punched
a woman passenger into unconseclousness in a
wild purse-snatching melee aboard a Brook-
lyn trolley last night and escaped by leaping
through the windows of the car, leaving be-
hind razors and knives.

The incident, which occurred in a Tomp-
kins Avenue trolley shortly after the car left
its terminal at Empire Boulevard and Pros-
pect Park, was described by a 16-year-old boy,
also a passenger, who asked that his identity
be withheld because he feared attempts at
reprizsal.

Fifteen Negro youths were rounded up by
police with guns drawn after the disturbance.

Police said one open razor and seven knives
were found in the car.

Principal victim of the attack was Ruth
Upham, 25, of 1096 Park Avenue, Brooklyn, an
insurance broker and student at Columbia
University Teachers College.

“Miss Upham was standing in front of me,”
the eyewitness told a reporter. “I was seated.
First, they started to shout and push., Purse
snatching came next. She was knocked onto
me, and I tried to shield her face from
punches,

SAW BAZOR, KNIVES

“They jabbed and kicked and punched her.
There must have been 10 or more. As the
trolley car neared the station (the Empire
Boulevard police station, where the motor=
man halted the car and summoned police),
Negroes in"the rear started to jump out of the
windows, apparently afraid to be caught with
weapons,

“When the trolley was cleared I saw at least
one open straight-edge razor and two knives
on the floor. Other articles were everywhere.”

Miss Upham, who had a laceration over the
left eye and was limping from what, she said,
was a severe back injury, she said: “I was
knocked out before we got to the station
house and when I woke up 1 was on a bench
in the police station,”

Miss Upham said she lost count of the blows
rained on her after receiving between 40
and 50. .

She sald she had attended the baseball
game with a group of iriends at Ebbets Field
and was on her way to Manhattan for dinner
when the disturbance broke out. Bhe said a
$5 bill was missing from her purse when she
recovered it.

The facts set forth in this article are
too disgusting to read further.

Mr. President, this is some of the fruit
of the plantings by certain race coddlers
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in the minds of the Negro. A doctor at
Howard University said that the white
man descended from the Negro. This is
only an example of what is taking place
and what is going to take place. Right
here in Washington we are headed for
trouble, Practically two or three times
a day I have callers from among the citi-
zens of the District who think I can give
them relief, who complain about the
methods being pursued by a number of
Negro real-estate agents and some un-
ethical and unprofessional white real-
estate agents who do not belong to the
real-estate board in the District of Co-
Jumbia—they are too sorry specimens to
be licensed—who are engaged in an as-
siduous campaign of trying to break up
the white districts in the city of Wash-
ington. Their scheme is to manipulate
until they can buy one house or one lot
in the center of a white block, and the
minute that is done—sometimes they
move the Negroes in after night—then
the value of the real estate in that block
at once drops from 10 to 15 or 20 percent
under the market. The people who have
spent their lives trying to accumulate
money to build a home in which to live
in the Capital of the Nation are now
face to face with this menace because of
the preaching that segregation is dis-
crimination, and there is a concerted
move on to break up white sections
throughout Washington.

I listen to these cases day after day,
and the situation is very regrettable. I
wish there was something I could do
about it. But unless there is a covenant
in the deed, thére is no law by which a
Negro can be prevented from buying a
lot or & home in the middle of a white
block. I do not know of any way to
reach the situation. Of course if this
were done in the South I would know how
to handle it. But Washington, as Sen-
ators know, while sometimes called a
southern city, is on the borderline, and
I am convinced, as I have said, and that
is one of the reasons why I am opposing
suffrage for the District, that there is a
concerted movement to drive the white
people out of Washington into Virginia
and Maryland, and to flood the town with
Negroes, so in case the citizens of Wash-
ington are given the right to vote there
will be a Negro administration in the
Nation’s Capital. That is the dream of
the black cabinet here in Washington.

Mr. President, I now want to read an
open letter written by a man who is in
the publishing business in Washington,
g very fine gentleman whom I have had
the pleasure of meeting. The letter is
addressed to Mrs. Franklin D. Roosevelt,
to Senator Tueopore G. Bireo, to the
president of Howard University, to the
Secretary of the Washington Real Estate
Board, to the secretary of the District of
Columbia Real Estate Commission, to the
secretary, Federation of Citizens Asso-
ciations, to the secretary, Federation of
Civic Associations, to Representative
JENNINGS RanpoLpH, to the editor, Afro-
American, the editor of the Evening
Star, the editor of the Times-Herald,
the ecitor of the Washington Post, the
editor of the Washington Daily News,
and the editor of the Bulletin, I do not
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know what newspaper the last one is.
The letter is as follows:
Parg View CI1TIZENS' ASSOCIATION,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mapam aAND Sies: This is an open let-
ter to the people of Washington, inspired by
what is without question a definite injustice
being done colored people by certain un=-
scrupulous, unethical white and colored real
estate dealers operating in what is known as
Park View.

The cobservations I am about to bring to
the attention of the people of Washington
have been gathered by me as chairman of
the housing commitee of the Park View
Citizens' Assoclation through close contact
with the residents of my community and
conversations with certain real-estate oper-
ators of our city.

We—and when I say we, I mean the reason-
able-thinking members of my association—
hold no grudge against the colored people,
nor do we feel that the time is too soon that
the right-thinking, properly prepared colored
person should not enjoy equal opportunity—
let this be a matter of record. We do object,
however, to being forced to vacate our homes
in favor of colored people who are being
promoted by selfish real estate dealers. Deal-
ers who have no other motive but to enrich
their own treasuries at the expense of the
colored man hy—

1. Selling him old houses at two and three
times their original price. Houses that sold
for $3,800 when brand new 30 years ago have
been recently resold to colored for $9,000 and
more. Houses that were patched up to lock
completely renovated but that very shortly
will need new roofs, new porches, new plumb-
ing, and many other expensive repairs.

2. By encouraging a colored man to locate
in a block solidly inhabited by white and then
alarming the rest of the white inhabitants
by telling them the whole block is going col-
ored and that they had better sell while the
prices are high, The white residents are be-
coming irritated, cussing the Negro because
of this unscrupulous promotion, when, in
fact, the trouble lies with the unethical real-
estate man, and we mean unethical real-
estate man—for not one known real-estate
man who is a member of the Real Estate
Board is taking advantage of the colored man
by selling -houses to him in our community
at unfair prices.

(We are glad, however, to report that there
are a number of real-estate dealers, not mem-
bers of the board, who have not exploited the
colored man, and have told us that they have
no Intention of operating in our community
as long as such transaction would create any
ill will among the races.)

3. By moving these colored people into
these homes under the cover of darkness and
destroying self-respect, they would have if
they wait a very little while longer when a
more propitious time comes for the whites
to turn over this neighborhood through ethi-
cal real-estate men who will bring them in
by the front door in broad daylight with the
full sanction of their white {ellow citizens.

4. By causing us to have to conduct court
litigation to hold our homes. This we regret,
for this move Is not against the colored man,
but i{s our only valid defense against this
unethieal, antisocial promotion of which both
races are victims.

There are a number of elderly couples who
have owned houses in Park View for many
years, as well as many mothers and wives of
servicemen who are overseas. When your
sons and husbands and brothers and sisters—
and our sons and husbands and brothers and
sisters—settle this conflict of wrong thinking
overseas and our familles can return to nor-
mal conditions, the community development
for the colored man can be made without
cheating the Negroes and without unneces-
sary racial antagonism.
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Now, as at no other time, let us reason-
able-thinking people bind ourselves together
against those who would interfere with our
progress and our economic welfare. It is
not the race to which we belong that counts—
but the important thing is how we conduct
ourselves.

Sincerely,
A. WALTER COLLIER.

This abuse is going on throughout the
city. I receive many reports every day.
These Negroes are willing to pay $2,000 or
$3,000 in excess of the market value of
the property in order to carry out their
scheme to drive the white people from
the white sections of Washington so that
they may take possession of them. I
know of no way for those people to get
any relief except by taking the propo-
sition into their own hands and giving
the matter their personal attention.

Mr. President, we have already voted
to support a university which is teach-
ing the Negroes of the country that the
white man descended from the Negro.
Now we are face to face with voting for
a proposal to permit an organization
which is not practicing what it is
preaching to go into every business es-
tablishment and industry in America
and say who is to be employed and who
is to be dismissed. It is even going into
the unions themselves. This is only the
beginning of this character of legislation.
This is only the entering wedge. Behind
it all is the drive of A. Philip Randolph
to force social equality, to force the in-
termingling of the races, and do away
with segregation in Washington and
throughout the entire Nation. Iam sure
the good people of Washington are not
in favor of doing away with segregation,
because they are opposed to having white
children and black children attend the
same schools, and having the white chil-
dren taught by Negro feachers, as is
done in Pennsylvania. I know the peo-
ple of Washington do not want that.
The people of Washington have always
stood for the dual system of public
schools, and I think they will continue to
stand for it. I do not believe that the
public wish to see their hotels, restau-
rants, and cafes shared by whites and
Negroes. The poor white girls in the de-
partments, who must work for a living,
are compelled to use the same toilet fa-
cilities, the same cafeterias, and the
same dining rooms with Negroes. They
cannot help themselves. The only way
out is for them to make their depart-
ment white or to catch a train and go
home.

This situation cannot continue.
There will be an end to such conditions
in Washington. There will be an end to
unscrupulous Negro real-estate agents,
with some influence behind them, trying
to break up white sections in the Dis-
trict of Columbia. The people are not
going to stand for this kind of “monkey
business” always. They cannot be
blamed.

The Committee which we are asked to
support is a great political asset. I was
amused at the Senator from New York
vesterday when I asked him to explain
why it is, if the Committee is to do away
with discrimination, that, with 12,800,-
000 Negroes in the United States out of
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a population of 134,000,000, in the per-

sonnel of this organization there are 113
employees, about 80 percent of them
Negroes, and ‘the remainder whites. He
explained it by saying that so many cases
of complaints were arising because of
discrimination against the Negro that
Negroes were employed to make the in-
vestigations. Then he was quietly re-
minded that the next largest list of
complaints related to discriminations
against the Jews. Upon examination I
find that there is not a Jew in the whole
list of 113 employees. This is the only
Government organization with which I
am familiar which has no Jews in its
personnel.

I found my good old friend, Rabbi
Wise, trying to persuade the House to
perpetuate this damnable Committee.
He was pleading for its permanent es-
tablishment to protect minority races.
Rabbi Wise is the last man in the world
who should complain about discrimina-
tion against minority races under the
Roosevelt administration. Mr, Morgen=-
thau operates the financial part of the
Government. A very splendid Jew from
New York, Barney Baruch, is shaping
all the policies of the administration,
especially the post-war policies. Jimmy
Byrnes was appointed Director of War
Mobilization, and yet he sends for
Barney Baruch to come down and fix
things up. A Committee on Post-war
Planning was created in the House. It
sends to New York for Barney Baruch
to come down and tell it what to do. He
is running the show. We are now being
urged to enact legislation which he has
fathered and suggested.

When it comes to the departments,
there is no lack of the Jewish nationality
in the departments. I think Rabbi Wise
is the last man in the world who ought
to be complaining against discrimina-
tion against minority races, when his na~
tionality has received more consideration
at the hands of the present administra-
tion than any other nationality in the
United States.

Many persons fail to distinguish be-
tween division of races and division of
nationalities. The Pole, the Jew, the
Italian, and the German all belong to the
white race. The Negro belongs fo the
black race, and the Chinese and Japa-
nese belong to the Mongolian race.

I do not think I shall ever make an-
other speech on the floor of the Senate
without closing with the statement that
there is only one way to save the country
from disturbing influences, disunity, and
mob violence such as that to which I re-
ferred in New York, which resulted from
the coddling of the Negro in New York by
Mayor LaGuardia and the politicians,
who have led the Negro to believe that
D-day for the Negro in New York has ar-
rived, and that he is coming into his own.
The only solution is to follow the sugges-
tion, the wish, and the prayer of 2%
million Negroes whose names and ad-
dresses I have in my office, asking Con-
gress to provide a way for their resettle-
ment in their fatherland, West Africa.
That is the only permanent solution. So
long as we continue the present arrange-
ment, and so long as the Negro is a po-
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litical factor, we shall continue to have
bloodshed, riots, race troubles, and other
disturbances, and we shall have this kind
of damn-fool legislation. The only solu-
tion to all of it is to give the Negroes an
opportunity to be resettled in the richest
country on earth.

The other day I noticed that my good
friend Mrs. Roosevelt took a shot at my
proposal—not by name—but indirectly.
She said she did not understand how
these things could be done. In other
words, she is opposed to the plan. We
are continually passing resolutions look=-
ing to the creation of a home for the
Jews in Palestine.

I do not claim any credit for the cam-
paign to resettle the Negroes in West
Africa. President Monroe started if, Jef-
ferson encouraged it, Madison and Abra-
ham Lincoln and President Grant were
for it. When 2% million persons—Ne-
groes—request the Congress to give them
that relief, that opportunity, and that
break, I do not see why Mrs. Roosevelt or
anyone else should object to it. Of
course, she did not understand my ulti-
mate plan. If I can succeed eventually
in resettling the great majority of the
Negroes in West Africa—and I propose
to do it—I might entertain the proposi-
tion of crowning Eleanor queen «f
Greater Liberia.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wir=
L1s in the chair). The question is on
agreeing to the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Georgia [Mr. RusseLr], strik-
ing out, on page 10, lines 3 to 16, as
amended.

Mr. GEORGE. I suggest the absence
of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the
following Senators answered to their
names:

Aiken Guffey Reed

Ball Gurney Revercomb
Bankhead Hatch Robertson
Barkley Hill Russell
Bilbo- Holman Shipstead
Brewster Johnson, Calif. Stewart
Burton Johnson, Colo. Taft
Bushfield Kilgore Thomas, Okla.
Bufler Lucas Thomas, Utah
Byrd McClellan Tunnell
Capper McFarland Tydings
Chavez McKellar Vandenberg
Connally Maloney Wagner
Cordon Maybank Wallgren
Danaher Mead Walsh, Mass,
Davis Millikin ‘Walsh, N. J.
Eastland Murdock Weeks
Ellender Murray ‘Wheeler
Ferguson O'Mahoney Wherry
George Overton White
Gerry Pepper ‘Willis
Gillette Radcliffe

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-
five Senators having answered to their
names, a quorum is present,

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the de-
bate with reference to the amendment
to strike from the pending appropriation
bill the item for the support of the Fair
Practice Committee—a term which I
shall use for the sake of brevity—has
been exhaustive. In a comprehensible
speech my colleague the junior Senator
from Georgia [Mr. RusseLL] covered the
ground and the arguments in this matter
in a very forceful and effective manner.
So, from the standpoint of the presen-
tation of facts, the issue has been very
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clearly presented to the Senate. Other
Senators have discussed the issue, and
have added much by way of information
to the arguments which have been sub-
mitted against the amendment,

With all due respect to those who op-
pose the amendment, I wish to say that
the creation of this committee, or its
continuation, is as wholly ineXcusable as
any piece of legislation could be. It is
true that we are asked to appropriate
only $500,000—a half million dollars—in
order to continue the agency in existence
for another year. Five hundred thou-
sand dollars is not a large sum, but it
seems to me that we have arrived at a
time when every Member of this body
should feel bound to ask himself whether
he is justified in throwing away a half
million dollars. At the very best it would
be a waste of public moneys, because the
‘Committee has done no good and will ac-
complish no good. It has created dis-
turbances. We know that it is in exist-
ence, but its actual constructive contri-
bution to the peace, happiness, and wel-
fare of the people of this country is neg-
ligible. No one can put his hand upon
any of the Commitiee's work and say
that it has been a constructive contribu-
tion, either to the war effort or to the
peace effort of the American people.

Mr. President, allow me to preface
what I am about to say with the broad
statement that I should be entirely
ashamed of myself if I were willing to
deny to any man, whether he be white
or black, or of any national origin, full,
fair, and equal compensation for work
similarly performed. I should also be
ashamed of myself if I were willing to
deny to a woman equal compensation for
equal and similar work done by her. In
other words, I do not think there can be
or should be any discrimination in the
employment, or in the compensation, of
men because of their race, creed, condi-
tion, or previous condition. The ques-
tion is solely one of the competency of
the workman., That statement applies
as between men and women who are in
competitive enterprise, and who are
seeking employment anywhere within
this Government, or anywhere within
our society.

Allow me to ask this question: Do the
conditions to which I have referred rep-
resent the objectives of this Committee?
Was it organized for the purpose of pro-
curing equal pay for the same work per-
formed, without regard to race, color, or
creed? That is the ostensible statement
of the purposes of the Committee. Is it
true? During the debate Senators
heard statements made by those who
fathered the Committee, those who pro-
moted it, and those who fostered it.
Those statements clearly showed that a
far different purpose was involved in
the establishment of the Committee,

During the past several years a num-
ber of somewhat similar legislative pro-
posals have been made in this body.
There were antilynching bills and anti-
poll-tax bills. We have seen the Fair
Fractice Committee brought into ex-
istence by Executive order. Has the re-
lationship between the Negro and his
white fellow citizens in America im-
proved during the past 10 years? Has
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it improved in the last 5 years? Where
is there an honest man who can say on
his conscience that racial relationships
have improved as the result of the re-
peated effort here to legislate on different
phases of the relationships existing be-
tween the Negro or other minorities and
the white people of this country?

We have heard a great deal about the
good-neighbor policy. I think the good-
neighbor policy, properly interpreted,
has been a great achievement of the
present Secretary of State and of the
President of the United States, but it
would be a blessing if the good-neighbor
policy could be translated and applied
within these United States so as to estab-
lish the right relationship between busi-
ness and Government and between all
classes of our society.

Within the last 5 or 10 years a deeper
schism has been driven into American
life than during any comparable period
in the history of this Republic, Deeper
racial prejudices, deeper class prejudices,
wider divisions of our people into classes
have taken place before our eyes day by
day, week by week, and month by month.
There is no more certain way to destroy
this Republic, there is no more certain
way to destroy free government than to
divide the American people into classes.

Has such a process been going on?
Mr. President, you know and I know that
it has. It is easy enough to say that it
has not been going on, but it has been.
It is not necessary to discuss the motive
or the reason why it has been going on.
There are in America today class divi-
sions deeper than they have ever been
before. Are we contributing anything to
the permanency of this Republic or to
American civilization by such a course as
that? The legalization of the Fair Prac-
tice Committee is on a level with various
other interferences with race and class
relationships that have occurred in this
body during the last several years.
Either we will call a halt to that move-
ment, or we will register the rapid down-
fall of free government in America.

I do not need to discuss with the Sen-
ate or in its hearing what has happened
in every other country of the globe with-
in the last 10 or 15 years; that is, any
country that laid any claim to anything
like free government. In every one of
them there can be noted the division of
the people into classes; in every one of
them there can be found the separation
of the people into classes and groups,
whether racial minorities or what not.
There has been the same effort to divide
into classes iree peoples or those people
struggling for freedom. Hitler is not the
only man who has preached the doctrine
of divide and conquer and destroy. Free
government in America can be destroyed
by dividing the people into classes. Not
only can it be done, but we have made
great progress toward the destruction of
the homogeneity of the people of this
country, which has meant so much for
our liberty.

Has any antilynching bill, has any
anti-poll-tax bill, has any fair-employ-
ment-practice bill promoted better race
relationships in this country? To ask the
question is to answer it. We can give
away the $500,000, throw away half a
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million dollars to continue a group of
people in a useless office. But that is
not half the story and it is not the bad
part of the story.

Oh, it may be said, this Commmittee has
not occasioned any trouble. It has not
occasioned any trouble? When this
Committee announced ifs purpose to
open offices in Georgia, in the city of
Atlanta, the mayor and council of that
great city solemnly petitioned the Presi-
dent of the United States not to permit
them to come there. Do you think, Mr.
President, that the people of the city of
Atlanta did not know what they were
doing? Do you think there was not a
reason for that official act? Are we
going to set ourselves up here and say
we know what is better for the people of
Denver, of Atlanta, or St. Louis, or any
other American city than the people of
those cities know? If the American
Congress does not cease the pernicious
meddling into local and racial problems,
a meddling that never can accomplish
any good, there will be created far worse
race relationships than now exist.

I am telling the Senate the truth, Mr,
President. I am saying that the mem-
bers of this Fair Practice Committee who
have haunted these galleries like wvul-
tures to watch our action and to compel
our votes to give them a half million
dollars of money of the American tax-
payer, have done nothing to promote
better relations between the whites and
the black people. Let me repeat, I
would be ashamed of myself as an Amer-
ican citizen and as a Member of this
body if I did not positively favor the pay-
ment of equal wages and salaries for
equal work by whites and blacks alike,
by men and women alike. But the Fair
Practice Committee is not going to bring
that about, and that is not its main pur-
pose. Its main purpose is to attempt to
establish something like social and eco-
nomic equality. :

Why do they tear down the partitions
between lavatories, equal facilities for
the whites and the blacks? Why do they
remove partitions in the restaurants and
cafes in every Government office and
place of business in the country? Why,
if the economic equality of the races is
at stake, is that done?

The very fact that the Committee is
more concerned about partitions in
lavatories and facilities, forcing white
men and white women and Negro men
and Negro women to eat together shows
that it is not the desire to obtain fair
compensation for the Negroes for the
same kind, quality, and character of work
that is the primary motive and purpose
of this Fair Practice Committee.

Mr. President, I am trying to state the
facts as they are, and not theory. Think
of responsible officials of a great city in
the South, a city whose leaders have
tried to promote proper relations be-
tween the Negroes and the whites, and
have done fairly well with the job over a
long period of time, who are experienced
in handling the problems we have to face
and have to handle, solemnly petition-
ing an agency of this Government and
the President of the United States not
to establish an office in the ecity of
Atlanta.
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Those are facts. They cannot be
argued away, they cannot be rubbed out.
And what happens? The Committee
employs its great ability, its energies, in
removing partitions between the facili-
ties already erected for the accommoda-
tion and use of the whites and blacks
alike.

If anyone desires to go to the trouble
of examining some things which are
going on now in America among the
maritime laborers, among the crews on
our merchant vessels, I think he would
understand a little better what this pro-
posal means. There must not be sepa-
rate quarters in the ship, but all minori-
ties and all races must live together in
the ship. The ship is the home of the
merchant seaman, it is where he eats, it
is where he sleeps. It is his home as he
sails the high seas. Yet the Fair Prac-
tice Committee stands guard above the
ship, the home of the merchant seamen
of America, and says, “You must sleep
together in bunks one above the other.
You cannot occupy separate quarters in
your own home.”

Will anyone tell me that is done for
the economic betterment and improve-
ment of the Negro race? There may be
a political motive, but there is not be-
hind it any real desire to obtain equal
compensation for equal work, not at all.
That is not the driving force back of it.

I do not know how long I shall remain
a Member of the Senate; I have grown
old in public service; but I say now to
gentlemen on the other side of the aisle,
that they will never advance the cause of
America by lending their sympathy or
their votes to anything that drives.a
wedge between groups of American citi-
zens, or anything which attempts to
regulate the intimate affairs of people
in communities far removed from
Washington.

Oh, but it is said the Fair Practice
Committee is limited to activities within
governmental agencies. Yes; under the
Executive order, in a general way; but
the Committee has been quick to declare
its purpose to extend its jurisdiction
into private enterprise. We do not have
to resort to conjecture; we do not have
to resort to speculation, to find out what
the meaning back of the Fair Practice
Committee and of this effort to retain
it is. If we go over to the other House,
we find bills there now to create it as a
permanent agency. The distinguished
junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr,
Danauer], a Senator whose character
and ability I hold in the highest esteem,
left nothing to conjecture, nothing to
supposition, nothing to speculation,
When the pending amendment was first
taken up for consideration, he offered
here an amendment to put the Fair
Practice Committee on a permanent
basis.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. GEORGE. I yield.

Mr. HOLMAN. A few minutes ago the
distinguished Senator addressed his re-
marks to Members of the Senate on this
side of the aisle. As one of the Senators
on this side of the aisle I am very much
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in sympathy with the viewpoint the Sen-
ator is taking, but I.do wish to remon-
strate, and to say that the generis of all
this racial and class distinetion origi-
nates in the White House, not on this
side of the aisle.

Mr. GEORGE. I appreciate th: Sena-
tor’s personal attitude. I did not mean
to exonerate this side of the aisle at all.
With profound regret I am obliged to
confess that many of these matiers to
which I have adverted had their origin
on the Democratic side of the Chamber.

I was saying that we do not have to re-
sort to speculation; we do not have to go
to conjecture. One of the leading Mem-
bers of the Senate offered an amend-
ment—now happily withdrawn, but only
temporarily withdrawn—to make per-
manent the Fair Practice Committee.
What did he propose to do? I am not
criticizing the Senator from Connecticut.
I am merely saying that that is precisely
the ultimate purpcse back of the par-
ticular proposal now pending. He pro-
posed to extend the jurisdiction cf the
Fair Practice Committee to every labor
union which has five members, and to
every employer engaged in interstate or
foreign commerce, and under the elastic
definition of the Supreme Court of the
United States at this hour, that means
everybody who is doing anything.

Did not the Supreine Court hold that
the farmer in his field was engaged in
interstate commerce if he was producing,
not something to be shipped outsice his
State but something to be consumed
within his State, because the consump-
tion of the supply ¢f the commodity or
product within his State took something
away from the general supply of that
product in the United States?

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. GEORGE. 1 yield.

Mr. McCLELLAN. Since the able
Senator has referred to the amendment
which, when the pending bill was first
taken up, the Senator from Connecticut
announced he intended to offer, which
would make this Committee a permanent
agency, that amendment being the bill
now pending in the House of Representa-
tives, I call the Senator’s attention to
section 2 of that amendment. According
to my interpretation—and 1 wonder if
the interpretation of section 2 by the Sen-
ator from Georgia is the same as mine—
if it were adopted and should become law
we would have the Fair Employment
Practice Committee set up permanently
and it would have jurisdiction over the
States of the Nation to tell them whom
they should employ, whom they should
promote, and whom they should dis-
charge. My interpretation is that it
would extend the jurisdiction that far. I
ask the Senator from Georgia if that is
not his interpretation of section 2 of the
proposed amendment?

Mr. GEORGE. I am inclined to think
that in certain instances at least it would
be extended to a political subdivision,
whether a State or a city, but I was not
referring to that proposal for the purpose
of discussing its merits or demerits. I
was referring to it as positive proof of the
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ultimate purpose of those who favor the
appropriation to continue the Fair Prac-
tice Committee, because already legisla-
tion has been offered to convert the Fair
Practice Committee into a permanent
agency of the Government.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. GEORGE. 1 yield.

Mr. REED. I interrupt the distin-
guished Senator from Georgia, for whom
I have a profound admiration, only for
the purpose of keeping the record
straight. I may remind the Senator from
Georgia that the Supreme Court decision
to which he referred not only held that
goods consumed within the State went
into interstate commerce, but that opin-
ion went so far as to apply that finding
to goods and agricultural commodities
consumed on the farm where they were
raised. :

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from
Kansas is quite right. That was on the
theory that they subtracted somewhat
from the total supply, and did affect per-
haps the flow of the product across State
lines.

Mr. REED. And I may remind the
Senator from Georgia that the Supreme
Court which so held is a court, seven
members of which belong to the party of
the distinguished Senator from Georgia,
and were named by the present occupant
of the White Houre.

Mr. GEORGE. 1Ibelieve the statement
to be historically true, but I hold no brief
for the Supreme Court as now consti-
tuted. I am saying very frankly that
the ultimate purpose of those who drive
to make the Fair Practice Committee a
permanent agency of government is dis-
closed by the very legislation which they
are offering in both Houses of the Con-
gress at this time, and that purpose, un-
questionably, as disclosed by the lan-
guage which they have employed, is to
give the Fair Practice Commiitee juris-
diction over every employer who engages
and uses the services of five persons in
any enterprise within any State in the
Union, under the construction given to
interstate commerce by the Supreme
Court of the United States.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Georgia permit me to in-
terrupt him again?

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; Iam glad to yield.

Mr. REED. I may say to the Sznator
from Georgia that if the doctrine laid
down by the Supreme Court is followed
to its logical and ultimate conclusion, it
will destroy every possible distinction be-

~tween State and interstate commerce in
+ this country, and result in absolute de-

struction of every form of local gov-
ernment.

Mr. GEORGE. I do not think there
is any question about that; I have never
been in disagreement with the distin-
guished Senator from EKansas on that
point.

Mr. President, I do nat want to repeat,
and I do not want fo delay the Senate
unduly on this vote. So far as 1 know
the Fair Practice Committee has not pro-
moted better relations between whites
and blacks anywhere in this country.
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The Fair Practice Committee has not
confined itself nor has it directed its ener-
gies to the equalization of compensation
for fike work in point of quantity and
quality by members of the different races
or by minorities. I know that the agita-
tion here and the things which have been
said here have not promoted better feel-
ing and harmony in the country. I know
that they have done nothing to make us
a better and strenger America. I know,
Mr. President, that they will not.

But now I come to what I believe to
be the most important part of this dis-
cussion, The motivating force back of
the Fair Employmant Practice Commit-
tee, of those who want to create it, of
those who want to make it permanent, of
those who want to use it, is to do what?
It is to take one more important step to-
ward the control of private industry, pri-
vate business, big or little, in the United
States.

What is ownership of business? Own-
ership of business consists of the exer-
cise of certain rights and powers over
business. What is ownership of proper-
ty? Itconsists primarily of certain rights
and power over the property, the power
to handle it, the power to dispose of it,
the power to control it. What do the
bills which have been introduced to make
the Fair Practice Committee permanent
propose to do? They propose to say, not
merely to the Government, not merely to
Federal agencies, but in the field of pri-
vate business that the employer cannot
say whom he shall employ, whom he shall
promote, or how long he wants the em-
ployee to work for him. What is that but
communism? What is that but a long
step toward communism, at least the
stripping of the private owner of the ele-
mental rights over his own property and
over his own business? That is the seri-
ous aspect of this proposal. And some of
the organizations back of the Fair Prac-
tice Committee are not at all disturbed
or confused. They know precisely where
they want to go and how to get there.

Mr. President, if the Fair Practice
Committee should regulate the hiring
and firing of people in Government agen-
cies that would be a different story. If
the business which they propose to regu-
late was a business affected with a public
interest, that might be another story; but
the legislative proposals to make it per-
manent do not distinguish between busi-
ness affected with a public interest and
purely private business, such as the op-
eration of a small business college, the
operation of a local telephone exchange,
or even the operations of a farm where
the farmer employs more than five per-
sons. Everything is included. The ulti-

.mate aim and the driving power behind
the Fair Practice Committee is to strip
owners of private rights in private prop-
erty, and to convert the present economic
system into a communistic or national
socialistic system.

Mr. President, I am not trying to use
nice language or pleasing words. I am
trying to tell the truth. We have made
great progress in the past few years to-
ward national socialism or communism.
This provision would be a major step to-
ward the destruction of our present sys-
tem of economy, a step toward the denial

L
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of the rights of property in the private
holdings of the American citizen,

Many persons in this country believe
that - this proposal, if supported, will
gain many votes in the November elee-
tion. Perhaps it will. I would not say
that it would not result in gaining otes
in the November election; but I will say
that it will not get many votes in the
elections in 1946 or 1948, or thereafter,
if America abandons the strong down-
ward drift toward national socialism. I
believe that the American people will
abandon it. Mark my words.

The poor colored man, who is loved
and respected by decent white men in
the South, has been made a political foot-
ball before. He has been promised many
things before and he has received only
crusts of bread. He can be made a
political football again, and perhaps the
proposal now before the Senate will get
votes. Perhaps Members of Congress
who vote to continue the Fair Practice
Committee will add to the votes which
they will receive in November; but it will
not be for long, because the little Ameri-
can businessman, the little man who
operates a small shop, the little man
who operate a farm, the little man who
has his herd of cattle on the western
plains, every little merchant, every little
manufacturer, every little miner, and
the owner of every little private enter-
prise will have a fair practice committee,
made up of God only knows whom, say-
ing to him, “You cannot hire that man;
you must employ this man. You cannot
promote that man. You must promote
the other man, because he belongs to a
minority."”

What is the essence of freedom in
America? Under the American system
of government, under the concept of our
Constitution, and under the living lan-
guage in the old Declaration of Inde-
pendence, every man is the center of a
circle in which he is supreme, so long
as that circle does not infringe upon the
like rights, privileges, powers, and pre-
rogatives of his fellow citizens. In these
latter days it is proposed to say, “Oh, no;
you are not supreme with regard to your
own little business. You may not hire
and fire in your private business, in your
store, or your meat market, if you employ
five persons or more.” Next year it will
be three persons, two persons, or perhaps
even one. We say to the little business-
man, “You may not hire or fire. You
may not control your own business enter-
prise. The Fair Practice Committee will
tell you whom you may hire and whom
you may fire, what you may do with your
own business, and how to manage and
conduct it.” That is denying the right
of private property by taking away one
of the elemental attributes of ownership
of property.

There will be some who will say that
southern Democrats—the term “south-
ern Democrats” has become an odious
term in many places and to many per-
sons—ought not fo be making such
speeches as we have been making with
regard to the Fair Practice Committee.
Mr. President, the time has come when
we in the South, who have had long, bit-
ter, and painful experience in trying to
solve our own problems, must insist upon
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the right to say, when it is proposed that
the Federal Government invade a field
which it ought never to attempt to in-
vade, “That is going too far. We will
be critical of it, and we will stubbornly
resist it.”

It is not the purpose of the Commit-
tee on Fair Employment Practice to see
to it that a colored man in Georgia who
receives $5 for the same job for which
a white man is paid $10 is protected.
Not at all. That is not it. If that is
the purpose, why is it necessary to have
a staff of carpenters to tear out the par-
titions which we, as a result of our pain-
ful experience, have found to be con-
ducive to better and more stable rela-
tions between the races?

If the Senate were to say to the Com-
mittee on Fair Employment Practice,
“This day we will vote not to continue
an organization the avowed and an-
nounced purpose of which is to extend
its intermeddling into the private busi-
ness of the citizens, into business that
never has been thought of as being af-
fected with a public interest, but which
is purely private,” the Senate would
render the Nation a great service,

‘I love my country. I would give my
life for it. But this country cannot sur-
vive if the class hatreds, class distine-
tions, and class divisions which have
made such remarkable progress in the
past several years are hurried along to
their final conclusion. Remember this:
Long after I have left this desk, if Amer-
ica lives, it will because we will not be
afraid of any organization but will be
willing to stand up and be counted
against any proposal to do what this pro-
posal is ultimately intended to do, to wit,
communize America by taking away the
elemental, primary rights of owners in
the management and control of their
private property, and vesting that au-
thority in a ¥ederal bureau in Washing-
ton. When Senators return home the
businessmen in their States are not go-
ing to think they have done a very re-
markable job by voting for this proposal.
Do not think so for a moment. I have
already conceded that it may affect the
results in the November election. But
the businessmen, from the farmers and
merchants and sawmill operators and
turpentine producers all the way up
through the processors, large and small,
are going to understand what this thing
means. They know how far manage-
ment has been liquidated and how far
private control gver business has been
taken away. They know who is respon-
sible. It will not get anyone any votes
after the November election,

Do Senators wish to liquidate manage-
ment wholly? Do they wish to liquidate
the private owner wholly? Do they wish
to say to him, “I do not care what you
think about it. We say whom you must
hire, whom you must fire, and whom you
must promote.”

Do not let anyone argue with you that,
“the bill does not go that far, and none
of the proposals go that far.,” They do
go just that far. Whenever a Federal
instrumentality can say that an employer
cannot refuse a certain man a job, they
necessarily say that another man cannot
have the job. If they say the employer
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cannot refuse promotion for a certain
group, they necessarily say that the other
group cannot have the promotion.

Treat the Negro right. Give him
equal pay for equal work. Give the
women equal pay for equal work. Do
that in a proper way. Do not now take
a long step in the liquidation of private
property, in the liquidation of our econ-
omy, by saying that we will through Gov-
ernment exercise the right and power
to say who shall be employed in private
business. -

COMPENSATION FOR USEFUL SUGGES-
TIONS OR INVENTIONS BY INTERIOR
DEPARTMENT PERSONNEL

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
WiLLis in the chair) laid before the Sen-
ate the amendment of the House of Rep-
resentatives to the bill (S, 1232) to pro-
vide equitable compensation for useful
suggestions or inventions by personne] of
the Department of the Interior, which
was, on page 2, line 8, after “publie,” to
insert “Nothing in this act shall be taken
or construed as amending or modifying
the present patent and trade-mark laws
as they now exist or may hereafter be
amended.”

Mr. HATCH. Mr, President, in expla-
nation I may briefly say that the House
amendment provides that nothing in the
Senate bill shall be construed as repeal-
ing or modifying the patent or trade-
mark laws. Nothing is contained in the
bill which would do anything of that
nature. Therefore, the House amend-
ment would not change or affect the pur-
pose or the meaning of the Senate hill.
It would deo no good and it would do no
harm.

Mr. WHITE. Mr, President, the Sen-
ator from New Mexico was good enough
to speak to me about the amendment,
and I can see no objection to it.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate concur in the amend-
ment of the House of Representatives.

The motion was agreed to.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR WAR AGENCIES

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 4879) making appro-
priations for war agencies for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1945, and for other
purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
RusseLLr], to strike out, on page 10, the
paragraph relating to the ¥, E. P. C,
being lines 3 to 16 of the bill, as amended.

Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a
quorum,

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the

following Senators answered to their
names:

Alken Chavez Guffey
Ball Connally Gurney
Bankhead Cordon Hatch
Barkley Danaher Hill

Bilbo Davis Holman
Brewster Eastland Johnson, Colo.
Burton Ellender Kilgore
Bushfield Ferguson Lucas
Butler George McClellan
Byrd Gerry McFarland
Capper Giliette McEellar
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Maloney Revercomb Wagner
Maybank Robertson ‘Wallgren
Mead Russell ‘Walsh, Mass,
Millikin Shipstead ‘Walsh, N. J.
Murdock Btewart Weeks
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Reed Vandenberg

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-
four Senators having answered to their
names, a quorum is present.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, yester-
day Hon. Edward J. Kelly, mayor of the
city of Chicago, proclaimed June 25, 1944,
as F. E. P. C. Day in that great metro-
politan center.

Among other things, the proclamation
called upon management and labor in all
segments of the population to strive, out
of respect to the members of the Amer-
ican fighting forces, to establish in fac-
tories and other places of business the
principle of equality of opportunity to
all races and creeds.

Mr. President, I concur in the noble
sentiments expressed by the mayor of
Chicazo in his forthright proclamation.
I submit that during a period when man-
power bottlenecks are constantly imped-
ing the war effort job discrimination is
indefensible. The Senator from Illinois
maintains that if industry is interested
in finding the right men for the right
jobs there must exist an equal oppor-
tunity for all, regardless of race, creed,
color, or national origin.

In conclusion, I may say that at no
time in the history of America has it
been so necessary to carry on the fight
for the principles to which I have re-
ferred as it is at this very moment while
we battle the totalitarian forces around
the world.

Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr, President, I
have debated in my own mind the advis-
ability of making any remarks regarding
the pending amendment. Practically
all phases of the issue raised by the pro-
posed legislation have been substantially
covered in very able addresses made by

‘other Members of this body. Certainly,

if the very forceful presentation made in
the able addresses of the Senators from
Georgia and in the addresses of other
Senators who have spoken is not per-
suasive and cannot influence the Mem-
bers of this body, I could neither hope
nor expect by anything I might say to
cause any Senator to change his opinion
regarding this proposed Ilegislation.
But, Mr. President, I am unwilling to
remain silent and let the permanent
records of this body show that, in an
hour of danger to my country and to its
Government and to every liberty guar-
anteed to the citizenship of this Nation
and to the individual under the Consti-
tution, I failed to rise and express myself
in protest against legislation of this
character.

Mr. President, it is not necessary to
reiterate the discussion that has been
had here regarding the practices of this
Committee and the procedures it has
pursued in the past as disclosed by the
hearings; but I think someone ought
to name this Committee for what it is.

6257

In the Executive order creating it, it
is called a Fair Employment Practice
Committee. That is a misnomer. It
ought to be called the “Unfair Employ-
ment Practice Committee.” I say that
on its record. Whatever was intended
to be accomplished by the creation of
the thing in the beginning I do not know;
but certainly the record of its conduct
discloses the most flagrant example of
race discrimination this Nation has ever
witnessed. The very instrumentality
that is given the name of being “fair”
proceeds in the selection of its own per-
sonnel in a more discriminatory man-
ner than any other agency of the Gov-
ernment, so far as I know, and more dis-
criminatory than the the industries and
businesses it expects to reform.

The statements I have heard made in
justification of the action of this Com-
mittee in employing a far greater num-
ber of Negroes than whites to conduct
its affairs, namely that it is because it
gets most of its complaints from the
Negroes is very significant to me.

Mr, President, every complaint that
comes from the Negro is also a com-
plaint against a white man. Yet their
conception of being fair is to load the
Committee and all of its divisions and
its regional offices throughout the Nation
with more colored employees than white
employees, notwithstanding that the
Negro population of the Nation is only
about 10 percent of the total population.

Mr, President, let no one ever again
refer to this Committee as fair. It is
not fair; it is prejudiced. It is not use-
ful; it is a public nuisance, It has no
asset or value; it is a public liability to
race relationships and unity here at
home.

Mr, EASTLAND, Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Mississippi.

Mr. EASTLAND. The Senator re-
ferred to the discrimination against the
white race by the F. E. P. C, Isit not a
fact that in all the Government depart-
ments in the city of Washington the
white race is discriminated against and
that we have in fact today a Government
of minority groups, who control this
country, who control both major political
parties, and who are frying to destroy
our system of governmenf and: to com-
munize the United States?

Mr. McCLELLAN. In answer to the
able Senator from Mississippi, I would
say that a good many of us are reluc-
tantly coming to that conclusion.

Mr, EASTLAND. In other words, a
white person, a member of the Cauca-
sian race is today discriminated against,
imposed on, and humiliated in the Gov-
ernment departments in the city of
Washington.

Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr. President, I
am not familiar with the personnel of all
the governmental agencies, but I do say
that when in any governmental agency
white women and Negro women ar- coms=
pelled to sit side by side, to use the same
toilet facilities, to use the same accom-
modations, and are compelled to such as-
sociation even to the extent of eating at
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‘their duties.

6258

the same table, it is an encroachment
upon the constitutional liberty of both
the races when they desire or when either
desires to be segregated.

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TyD-
iNes in the chair). Does the Senator
from Arkansas yield further to the Sen-
ator from Mississippi.

Mr, McCLELLAN. I yield.

Mr. EASTLAND. The conditions the
distinguished Senator from Arkansas
mentions of course are obnoxious to
white people, but is it not much worse
that white girls should be forced to work
and take dictation from a group of burr-
headed Negroes and Negro supervisors in
the departments?

Mr, McCLELLAN. It would be ex-
ceedingly bad if my daughter were re-
quested to do it, but I do not think she
will ever have to.

Mr. President, after all, personal lib-
erty if it has any meaning at all, gives
a man the right of choice—the choice of
association, the choice of affiliation in
organizations, the choice of places to
work, the choice of political opinions and
convictions, Liberty grants the choice
to pursue happiness according to the dic-
tates of conscience.

Yesterday when I heard an able Sena-
tor, in discussing this matter, refer to
the Declaration of Independence, to the
unalienable rights guaranteed to the in-
dividual, to the right of life, liberty, and
the pursuit of happiness, I could not help
wondering, since when was it not the
right for the individual citizen in a gov-
ernment of free men to make a choice of
who his associates shall be, or since when
has it ceased to be an unalienable right
of American employers to choose who
shall work for him, who is entitled to
promotion, who is worth what he pays
for the services rendered to him?

Mr, President, in these unalienable
rights there are reciprocal benefits and
reciprocal privileges. The right to work,
the right to seek work, the right to con-
tract for wages, and the right to strive
for merited promotion, are among the
unalienable rights referred to in the
Declaration of Independence. But there
is also involved and embraced the right
and privilege of the other party to make
a decision as to whom he shall employ,
what the services are worth, and when
the employee is entitled to promotion.

It was stated here yesterday by the
able Senator from New York that we
should be consistent as we vote on this
proposal. He pointed out that Congress
has approved other agencies created by
Executive order, and has made appro-
priations to finance the carrying on of
I intend to remain con-
sistent, and I desire to call the attention
of my colleagues now to the fact that if
they intend to remain consistent, if they
intend to vote for the pending appro-
priation and expect to remain consist-
ent, then in a few days, or at some date
not far in the future, we are going to be
asked to consider one of these bills, par-
ticularly House bill 3986, which the Sen-
ator from Connecticut a few days ago
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gave notice he intended to offer as an
amendment to the pending bill.

Mr. President, the able Senator from
Georgia, who preceded me, pointed out
that such permanent Ilegislation was
going to be sought. Those who vote for
this appropriation in my judgment place
themselves under a measure of obligation
to consider favorably and to vote for
permanent legislation of this character.

It is definitely shown by the hearings,
by the testimony of the Chairman, and
of members of the Committee now under
discussion, that it is their intent to carry
this authority far beyond anything con-
nected with the war effort. They do not
intend that this operation shall be only
temporary. The objective is not merely
to aid the war effort, That is not what
is involved here, and I say, Mr. President,
there has not been enough trouble in the
way of discrimination in the Nation any-
where in the war effort, because of the
shortage of manpower, to justify the ex-
istence of any such agency, and there
will not be in the future.

Let us see if we are to go all the way
with this proposal. I intend to remain
consistent. I shall vote against the pro-
posal now, tomorrow, and every other
time this measure or any other bill comes
before the Senate which in my judg-
ment is unconstitutional. But waving
that aside, assuming it to be constitu-
tional, any bill which I think seeks to
destroy the liberty to which every man
is entitled I shall oppose.

I am not particularly concerned about
business, any more than I am concerned
about the laboring man or about the
farmer, but I do want the farmer to have
the right to employ whom he desires to
employ, I want the businessman to have
the right to employ whom he wishes to
employ. I want him to retain the right
of judgment and decision as to who merits
promotion. Do Senators desire to sur-
render that right? Are they ready today
to abolish that right and let this agency,
or any other agency so constituted and
having like authority, whether by Presi-
dential order or directive, or through
permanent legislation, say to them as
United States Senators what the color of
their employees shall be, which one they
will make their secretary, which one shall
be a clerk? Are you ready to go that far?
Do you want this Committee to tell you,
Mr., Senator, you must employ a Negro
secretary? Are Senators ready to have
the Federal Government say to their
States, and to the taxpayers of their
States, “As you tax your people and as
you collect the money, we set up an
agency in Washington, D. C., to tell you
whom you shall employ in your State
government to administer the business of
State government”?

While the able Senator from Georgia
was discussing this matter, I asked for
his interpretation of section 2 of House
bill 3986, which is intended to be made
permanent legislation if its enactment
can be brought about. I wish to call at-
tention to this, not that it is the pending
measure, but it casts a shadow of ap-
proaching events. It is an indication to
us, it is a warning fto everyone as we
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vote on the proposed appropriation, as
to what is yet to come,

Mr. MAYBANK, Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, McCLELLAN. I yield.

Mr. MAYBANK. Has the Senator had
an opportunity to read the section re-
ferring to Government employees in the
Territories, in the agencies connected
with the Federal Government?

Mr. McCLELLAN, I have read the
bill, and I shall read the section to which
the Senator from South Caroclina re-
fers. )

Mr. MAYBANK., I should like to have
the Senator’s comment on that section.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I shall show what
the effects of the proposed legislation
would be. Of course, it is said, “We
are not considering it now. We can
amend it and revise it.” Of course we
can, but the safest thing to do is to act
now. If we kill this appropriation, we

will not have to deal with permanent

legislation on this subject. We can end
the matter now,

Let me point out what is proposed.
First I shall read section 1:

The Congress finds——

Are Senators ready to make a finding;
are they ready to sit in judgment?

The Congress finds that the practice of
denying employment opportunities to, and
discriminating in employment against, prop-
erly qualified persons by reason of their race,
creed, color, national origin, or ancestry, fo-
ments domestle strife and unrest deprives
the United States of the fullest utilization of
its capacities for production and defense, and
burdens, hinders, and obstructs commerce.

Are we ready to make that decision
here and now? As has been ably stated
by the senior Senator from Georgia
today, whenever a measure is introduced
which undertakes to deal with this prob-
lem it causes greater dissension, greater
unrest, and greater disturbance between
the races. Such legislation serves to
agitate and breed race troubles. If this
matter was left alone, if our people were
allowed to have their liberty and to ex-
ercise it, we would not have the tense~
ness which today exists over the racial
question. The question will solve itself
if left alone. The intelligent peoples of
both races will be able to work to a
solution.

Let me remind Senators that when an
effort is made to inject into the discus-
sion of racial problems or into proposed
legislation the issue which some are now
trying to inject, when an effort is made
to legislate so as to compel—and that is
what they are leading to and this is the
beginning of the drive to compel the in-
termingling of the races, to compel amal-
gamation of the races, you are going to
destroy something mighty fine in this

‘country, and the day will come when you

will regret the action. I do not think,
however, it is going to happen. I think
Americans will wake up in time, and
when we get past this approaching cam-
paign in which some few individuals
hope to gain political advantage by rea=-
son of this sort of legislation, I think we
will take a more sober view of the ques-
tion, and that our better judgment will
prevail.

»
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Mr. President, I read further from the
bill that is intended to make the com-
mittee a permanent one by legislation.
I read from House bill 3986:

It is hereby declared to be the policy of
the United States to eliminate such discrime«
ination in all employment relations which
fall within the jurisdiction or control of the
Federal Government as hereinafter set forth.

And it is set forth aplenty. Listen to
section 2. The section does not miss any-
one except an employer who employs less
than five individuals. If covers the whole
field. I read section 2:

Sec. 2. The right to work and to seek work
without discrimination because of race, creed,
color, national origin, or ancestry is declared
to be an immunity of all citizens of the
United States which shall not be abridged
by any State or by an instrumentality or
creature of any State.

Listen to this language:
Which shall not be abridged by any State

or by an instrumentality or creature of any
State.

What about an agency of State gov-
ernment, Mr, President? It is proposed
that we pass a law which would say that
the sovereign States of this Nation can-
not have any policy with respeet to
whom they shall employ and whom they
shall promote and whom they shall dis-
charge unless it comes under the juris-
diction and subject to the final decision
of the Fair Employment Practice Com-
mittee created by the Congress of the
United States. Are we ready to set up
and create agencies of that character
to pass judgment on the activities of the
States? It can be said, and sometimes
it can be justified, that when the Federal
Government is making an appropriation
or contributing part of the cost to any
activily carried on by a State, then it is
appropriate for the Government to have
something to say about it. But the pro-
posed legislation goes beyond that. The
State itself could not employ anyone if
the Committee decided such employment
was unfair or discriminated in any way,
it would have the power to issue orders
against the States.

The Senator from South Carolina
asked a question concerning another sec-
tion of the bill. I think he referred to
subsection (c) of section 4, and I now
read it:

(c) This act shall apply to the employ-
ment practices in the United States and of
every Territory, insular possession, agency,
or instrumentality thereof, except that para-
graphs (3) and (f) of section 10, providing
for petitions for enforcement and review,
shall not apply in any case in which an order
has been issued against any department or
independent agency of the United States; but
in any such case the Fair Employment Prac-
tice Committee established by section 5 of
this act may petition the Attorney General
of the United States for the enforcement
of such order, and it shall thereupon be the
duty of the Attomey General to take such

measures as may secure obedience to any

such order. Every official who willfully vio-
lates any such order shall be summarily dis=-
charged from the Government employ.

Section 4 (a) and (b) of the bill, re-
ferring to the scope of it, is as follows:

Sec. 4. (a) This act ghall apply to any em-
ployer having in his employ more than five
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persons, who is (1) engaged In interstate or
foreign commerce; (2) under contract with
the Unlted States or any agency thereof; or
(3) performing work, under subcontract or
otherwise, called for by a contract to which
the United States or any agency thereof is a
party.

(b) This act shall apply to any labor union
which has five or more members in the em-
ploy of one or more employers covered by the
preceding paragraph.

Mr. President, when did a citizen of
our country lose his right to determine
which society he shall join, which or-
ganization he shall affiliate with, and
whether he may choose to keep that or-
ganization confined to those possessing
certain qualities or certain qualifications
of eligibility? Are we ready in this
country to take the position that white
people can no longer have a society or
an organization of their own? Are we
ready to surrender and throw away the
right to keep segregated, if we want
segregation? I have no dislike, I have
no haired, and no prejudice against the
Negro race. We have lots of Negroes in
my State. I have never had any cause
to build up a feeling of hatred or re-
sentment against the Negro. But, Mr.
President, I do claim the right for my-
self, and I want that right retained for
my people, for my State, and for my
family, to organize into a society, if we
may, or to have churches if we may, or
to have schools if we may, for white
people only, and tu give the same rights
to Negroes.

If the bill to which I refer should pass
in its present form, Mr. President, this
Unfair Practice Committee in Washing-
ton could tell the school boards of my
State that they must, if employing more
than five teachers, employ at least one
Negro, or two Negroes, as the case may
be. If it can do that, Mr. President, it
will not only be an encroachment upon
the rights of the States, but it will be one
of the most damnable things that ever
happened to this country, and I am
speaking mildly of it when I use that
term.

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. McCLELLAN. I yield.

Mr. EASTLAND. The distinguished
Senator from Arkansas stated that he
thought the white people should be per-
ritted to have an organization of their
own. Iquite agree with the distinguished
Senator in tfhat statement.

The Senator further stated that he
had no prejudice against any race.
Again I agree with the Senator from
Arkansas. I have no prejudice in my
heart against any man because of his
race, creed, or color. But, Mr. President,
I go further than does the distinguished
Senator from Arkansas. I am of the
opinion that we should have segregation
in all the States of the United States by
law, What the people of this country
must realize is that the white race is a
supm‘ior race, and the Negro race is an
inferior race. Social equality is growing
in this country, and in addition to teach-
ing the white race the importance of
racial purity, we must prevent racial in-
termingling by law.
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Mr. McCLELLAN. I thank the Sena-
tor from Mississippi. It is not necessary
to establish the fact that the white race
is a superior race. That is not the ques-
tion. Every right I claim for the white
race, every right I claim for my own
people, I gladly and willingly accord to
the Negro race. I think the Negro, as
well as the white man, should have the
right to have his own church and his own
school, and to exclude others if he so de-
sires. Can we not do that in this country
and be left alone? Why this agitation?

The truth is that the freedom and con-
stitutional rights of the people of Amer=
ica are being sold down the river for a
mess of political pottage. That is what
is happening. Somebody will rue this
day. By such legislation they are head-
ing this Government toward communism.
‘We cannot keep freedom if we continu-
ally grant authority to some board to
regulate the inalienable rights of the
people themselves, rights which the peo-
ple have retained; they have not dele-
gated the power to the President of the
United States or to the Congress to
change or abolish.

This is serious. It does not involve
merely an appropriation of $500,000. No
one would ever miss that. The public
debt will be so great that $500,000 will
not be worth mentioning in comparison.
But, Mr. President, we can destroy the
liberties of the people by the appropria=-
tion of far less money, or without the
appropriation of a dollar.

Under the Executive order of the Pres-
ident, the Committee on Fair Employ-
ment Practice is authorized to accept the
services of volunteer workers. To begin
with, those who volunteer for such serv=-
ice are usually prejudiced. They have a
motive. They volunteer their services
with designs. They try to find a victim
for the Committee on Fair Employment
Practice to harass and intimidate. Let
no one say that this Committee does not
intimidate. We are in the midst of a
war. Everyone knows that the Chief Ex-
ecutive has been given by the Congress
greater powers than any other President
was ever given in the history of this Na-
tion. The people know, from the opera-
tions of agencies which the Congress has
authorized, the strength of the Govern-
ment, and its power to invoke sanctions
and reprisals when directives and Execu-
tive orders are not obeyed.

Imagine one of the volunteers going
out to investigate a situation. He would
say, “If you do not do as you are di-
rected, we will make certain recom-
mendations.” That is what is being done
today. There is a veiled threat and in-
timidation. The one whose activities are
under investigation is told, “If you do
not do what the Committee in Washing-
ton decides is fair and nondiscrimina-
tory, we will make a recommendation to
the War Manpower Commission.” In
the Executive order fhe Committee is
directed to make such recommendations.

What is the effect of such recommen-
dations? What sort of recommendation
would be made to the War Manpower
Commission? The Committee would
recommend to the War Manpower Com-
mission that the employer be sent no
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more employees. The War Manpower
Commission would send an order to the
United States Employment Service, and
the employer would get no more em-
ployees.

A representative of the Committee
might go to the War Production Board
and say, “This man has a Negro work=-
ing for him, but he will not promote him.
We have decided that that Negro ought
to be promoted. So, until he promotes
him, we recommend that you take away
the employer’s priorities. We will com-
pel him to doit.” The man in business
is helpless. A man against whom that
sort of a recommendation is made, and
against whom a Government agency
operates in that fashion, is defenseless.
He must either submit or cease opera-
tions.

When the able Senator from New York
[Mr. MEeap] was discussing this question
yesterday I asked him what the effect
of the Executive order was. When the
directive was issued by the President
creating this Committee, the Comptroller
General ruled that the order was direc-
tive and not mandatory. That was his
interpretation of it, and he wrote an
opinion to that effect. Then what oc-
curred? The Attorney General took the
question up with the President of the
United States, who wrote a letter in
reply stating that the order was manda-
tory. With that letter from the Presi-
dent of the United States staring every
Government agency in the face, when
this Committee recommends fo any
other agency that it take certain steps
against one of its victims who, in the
opinion of the Committee, is discrimi-
nating or failing to obey some of its or-
ders or mandates, that recommendation
becomes mandatory, and the other Gov-
ernment agencies must carry it out.

That is the way this Committee is now
operating. It is operating by intimida-
tion, coercion, and threat. Such fear is
instilled into employers that it is said
that many complaints are adjusted be-
fore they reach the Committee, That is
* possibly true, because of the threats
which are made. Any small businessman
knows that he must yield or suffer the
consequences of injury,

Mr. MAYLANK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield? v

Mr. McCLELLAN, I yield to the Sen-
ator from South Carolina.

Mr. MAYBANK. I hesitate to inter-
rupt the distinguished Senator because I
am enjoying very wauch his most excel-
lent remarks on private employment and
intimidation by the Committee on Fair
Employment Practice. With his permis-
sien, I should like to read a portion of
House bill 3986, which it is hoped will
eventually be enacted into law. This
language relates to violation of the law
by any Government official, agency, or
instrumentality thereof, It reads as fol-
lows:

But in any such case the Fair Employment
Practice Commission established by section &
of this act may petition the Attorney General
of the United States for the enforcement of
such order, and it shall thereupon be the duty
of the Attorney General to take such meas-
ures as may secure obedlence to any such
order. Every official who willfully violates
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any such order shall be summarily discharged
from the Government employ.

I should like to ask the distinguished

Senator from Arkansas if he will com-
ment a little more on the details of the
legal complications of this section.

" Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, I will
say to the Senator from South Carolina
that I have already commented on that.
Possibly he was temporarily absent from
the Chamber at the time. I have ex-
pressed my belief that this legislation,
with this section in it, together with
others I have read, simply sets up a dic-
tatorship committee in Washington to
control the affairs of business throughout
this Nation.

Mr. President, we have eifher one or
another of two things: Either we have
free private enterprise or we have a to-
talitarian government, Make no mistake
about that. People talk about the
sacredness of property, and say we stress
that to the extent of magnifying prop-
erty rights above human rights.

Let me tell you that they are equal;
they are the same. We cannot destroy
property rights without destroying hu-
man rights—the right to the pursuit of
happiness, the right to life, the right to
liberty. We cannot take mun's property
away from them, except by due process
of law, without destroying human rights.
There is no counfry in the world today,
there never has been, and there never
will be, in which men who are denied the
right of ownership and enjoyment in
the use of property are not also denied
the liberties of which we of America
have boasted and been proud.

Mr. President, I know there are those
who are ready to say and who will say—
in fact, I would not be surprised to read
such statements in some publication to-
morrow—that I have made a pro-
Fascist speech today in the Senate. But
let me say to you that if what I am
trying to defend and what the able Sen-
ators from Georgia and other Senators
have been trying to defend on this floor,
in connection with this fight, is fascism,
it has been fascism ever since the days
of the Declaration of Independence, and
those who wrote that document were
Fascist. If that is fascism, then make
the most of it. I do not care what smear
terms some . publications may use. I
shall not be deterred in doing my duty
to my country because some Communist
wants to becloud the issue by yelling
fascism.

But I say to you, Mr. President, it is
not fascism. However, the very thing
being done here in the attempt to take
away the liberties of our people, liber-
ties guaranteed to them under the Con-
stitution, is a long step in the direction
of dictatorship and faseism.

r. MURDOCK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, McCLELLAN., I yield.

Mr. MURDOCK. I am sure the Sena-
tor does not imply that any of his col-
leagues sitting here listening to his very
eloguent speech would classify it as a pro-
Fascist speech or anything of that kind.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I do not think the
Senator is justified in inferring such from
my remarks, because in my statement I
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especially referred to some publications.

Mr, MURDOCK. I am very glad to
have the Senator make that statement.
I may disagree with the Senator, as I
frequently do; but I always accord him
eredit for the sincerity which I am sure
he accords me. If I did not have the
greatest respect and admiration for the
able Senator in the presentation of his
views, I would not sit here as I do.

Mr. M . The Senator sim-
ply failed to hear me say that I would not
be surprised if certain publications would
charge, tomorrow, that I had made a pro=-
Fascist speech today. Of course, I know
the Senator. I served with him in the
House of Representatives, and I have
served with him here. Although we
sometimes disagree on legislation we al=
ways are respectful to each other.

Mr. President, in this connection I say
that I wish to see the Negroes, the Jews,
the Mexicans, and people of any other
races which might be considered have the
same rights and the same equal oppor-
tunities that I have and you have. But
in doing that I do not wish to be com-
pelled to surrender the right of liberty
which is mine. It is not necessary that
I surrender that right. By legislation of
this character an attempt is being made
to destroy a multitude of privileges,
rights, and liberties of the American
people, in order to grant one little benefit
here and there, as some may think, to
some Negro, or to someone else who has
not been promoted as fast as this Com-
mittee may think he should have been.
But, in my judgment, that is simply
straining at a gnat and swallowing &
camel,

I say to the Senate that legislation of
this sort is destroying America. America
has had something to be proud of. All
the liberties we have enjoyed have made
their contribution to the building of the
greatest country in the world. Think of
this war. Where would the cause of free-
dom be if it were not for America? If
would already be trailing in the dust and
in defeat. No one would dare deny that.
Why has America been of such great aid
to the cause of freedom in this war? It
is because of her power, hecause of her
productive capacity.

What gave us that productive ca-
pacity? It was not legislation of this
character. Such legislation never on
earth would make a contribution to the
power and productive capacity of Amer-
ica. We never before have had such
legislation.

What gave America her power and
productive capacity? They came about
as a result of the right of men in Amer-
ica to be free, to have the right of choice,
the right of decision, the right of free,
untrammeled, uncoerced judgment, the
right to pursue life and liberty as we
choose.

Legislation of the character proposed
will destroy some of those rights and
privileges. It will harm America, The
young men who today are giving their
lives on the fields of battle are not dying
to preserve America so that it can be
made over again. They are not dying
for that reason. Any man, no matter
who he may be—I do not care whether
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he is a United States Senator, President
of the United States, a member of an
unfair practice committee, or the head
of any organization—who attempts to
take advantage of the war in order to
try to drive through these harmful poli-
cies, who attempts to force such legisla-
tion at this time, in the name of the war,
in my humble judgment does a disservice
to and commits injury to those who are
fighting on the fields of battle.

We all know there is room for improve-
ment in many respects. But if reform
is needed so badly, let me state whom I
wish to see have a part in it. I want to
see the boys who are saving this country
have something to say about it. Let us
put off these wild schemes of reform and
so-called social gains until they get back
home. Then let us see if those who have
faced the shot and shell, those who have
seen their buddies die in battle, want
to change America.

I am not going to change it and take
the responsibility for trying fo reform
and make over this Government while
they are dying to preserve it, They love
it well enough now, as it is, and as it has
been. They go beyond the call of duty
hour after hour, and give their lives for
something that is precious to them;
namely, their way of life. Are we going
to change it while they are away? Does
any Senator wish to tell them when they
come home that if he employs more
than five persons he must come to Wash-
ington and get a Negro to sanction and
approve his employment policies. I am
not going to vote to turn this country
over to the Negroes, who are less than
10 percent of our population nor to Com-
munists.

I have never had any trouble with the
Negroes. 1Ihave represented them in the
courts, and I have prosecuted them in
the courts. I have seen a while jury
turn a Negro defendant loose, and con-
vict a white man as an accessory he-
cause they gave the colored man the
henefit of the doubt that possibly he was
influenced by the white man who should
have protected him,

No condition exists in my State, Mr.
President, which would warrant this un=
just encroachment on my people. It
cannot be justified.

I conclude with the statement that in
order to be consistent, Senators who will
vote for this appropriation should vote
for permanent legislation of this char-
acter. No condition has been shown to
exist which would justify the proposal
merely as a war measure. If Senators
vote to appropriate money to continue
the activities of the present Committee,
which seeks to expand its jurisdiction
and tenure of life beyond what it pos-
sesses today under an Executive order,
in order to be consistent, they should
vote for legislation making the Commit-
tee permanent. I shall remain consist-
ent and vote against this and any sim-
ilar measure., Other measures of this
nature may be proposed in the future,
and I may not be able to learn of them
in time to inform myself of their conse-
quences if enacted into law, But I shall
vote against this measure and against
every other measure, Mr., President,
which undertakes to sabotage the Con-
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stitution. and deztroy the liberty of our
citizens. That is what the proposed
measure would do, and that is what it is
designed to do., In its ultimate conse-
quences and geal, the hope and ambition
of its sponsors is eventually to force an
amalgamation of the races. That is the
goal toward which it is headed. We are
asked to take a step in that direction,
and if we take one step we will later take
another, and go on down the road. The
conditions which will result in America
will not be wholesome or healthy for
black or white, North or South, East or
West.

Today is the day on which a final vote
will be taken on the amendment, This
is D-day and the H-hour for us.

We must make the decision as to
whether we are ready now to give our
sanction to the procedure and unfair
practice which is now being followed in
our Government. Mr, President, I shall
vote to strike the appropriation for this
Committee from the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
guestion is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL]
to strike out lines 3 to 16, inclusive, as
amended, on page 10 of the bill.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the pro-
posed amendment of the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. Russert] has been ex-
tensively debated, but I do not wish a
vote to be taken upon the amendment be-
fore I speak briefly in urging its adop-
tion.

I am opposed to the Committee on Fair
Employment Practice. In the first place,
we all know that its establishment was
never authorized by the Congress of the
United States. The Congress not only
never authorized or established the Com-
mittee, but it never had any intention
that any money appropriated out of the
Federal Treasury shouid be used for the
operation or maintenance of such an
agency of the Government as the Com-
mittee on Fair Employment Practice.

On previous occasions no opposition
weas voiced to the appropriations, out of
which funds were used by this agency,
because no Senator ever dreamed that
any part of such funds would be used for
the establishment of such an agency as
this Committee. Congress in no way
ever gave consent or approval to the es-
tablishment of this particular agency.
It has no foundation in law. There is
no basis for it in any statute, and the
powers of the agency are incdefinite. No
limit has been placed upon ifs powers.
From a reading of the testimony before
the House and Senate Committees on
Appropriations it would seem that the
members of the Committee on Fair Em-
ployment Practice have arrogated unto
themselves unlimited power, and believe
that they can do anything which they
desire to do under the Executive order
bringing the Committee into being.

Mr. MURDOCK., Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HILL. 1 yield.

Mr., MURDOCK, Does the Senator
take the position that in the creation of
this Committee the President of the
United States acted unlawfully, and
without a basis in law?
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Mr. HILL. I certainly take the posi=
tion that he had no power to establish
the Ccmmittee, and that the Committee
now has no lawful place in our Govern-
ment. The Senator knows that the way
in which the Committee should have been
established was by the enactment of a
statute by the Congress of the United
States. I know of nothing in the War
Powers Act which in any way compre-
hended, anticipated, or looked toward the
creation of such an agency as the Com-
mittee on Fair Employment Practice.

Mr, MURDOCK. Mr. President, will
the Senator further yield to me?

Mr. HILL. Of course, I realize that
the President could create a committee
under the War Powers Act, but he has
no power to delegate to it such powers as
have been exercised by this Committee.

Mr. MURDOCEK. The thing which is
so astounding to me is that Senators
take the position on this floor that the
President of the United States acted un-
lawfully in the establishment and crea-
tion of this Committee. I have no
quarrel with statements which have
been made in criticism of the actions of
the Committee. But when Senators rise
on the floor of the Senate in time of
war such as now and when by a declara-
tion of war Congress has placed upon the
President of the United States as Com-
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy
the responsibility of prosecuting the war
to a successful conclusion, and take the
position that the President has acted un-
lawfully in the creation of this Commit-
tee more effectively to mobilize the man-~
power of the country, I am unable to
understand their attitude,

Bzfore they make a declaration on the
floor of the Senate that the President has
acted unlawfully in this matter I ask
Senators to examine the grant of power
under the Constitution to the executive
department and compare it to the grant
of power to the legislative department.
What will they find? They will find
that the grant of executive power is sub-
stantially in the following language:
“The executive power shall be vested in
a President of the United States.” That
is very broad and comprehensive lan-
guage.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not
wish to interrupt the Senator. I wish
to yield to him for a question, but not
for a speech. When I shall have finished
my remarks, which will not be very
lengthy, the Senator may make a speech.

Mr. MURDOCEK, I wish merely to
say that we must look to the Constitu-
tion as well as to statutory law in de-
termining the powers of the Executive.
Now as to the grant of legislative power
in the Constitution we find it to be in
most restrictive language, to wit: “All
legislative powers herein granted should
be vested in a Congress of the United

States.” I call particularly to the Sen-
ator’s attention the words “herein
granted.”

In my opinion espeecially in time of
war, this distinction between those two
grants of power under the Constitution,
should be taken cognizance of in the de-
bate. To me in a national emergency
and crisis such as this when the Presi-
dent has devolved upon him the very
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preservation of the Nation Congress
should proceed very cautiously in deny-
ing or curtailing his functions and
powers.

Mr, HILL. Mr. President, in war or
not in war, the President has power only
which the Constitution gives him, and
which the Congress by the enactment of
statutory legislation gives to him. I
know of no provision of the Constitution
of the United States which gives to the
President the power to set up this Com-
mittee and to attempt to give to the
Committee the authority which it is now
seeking to exercise. I know of no pro-
vision in any statute passed by the Con-
gress which gives such power to the
President of the United States. There
are definite inhibitions and definife lim-
itations on the power of the President in
time of war as well as in time of peace.
As I have said, the only power the Presi-
dent can exercise is the power that is
given to him by the Constitution or by
statutes passed by the Congress.

Mr, President, if the Fair Employment
Practice Committee had been created by
an act of Congress, as it should have
been, if it was going to be set up at all,
no doubt its powers would have been
defined; no doubt there would have been
some limit on the field within which the
Committee could act. But, as the mat-
ter now stands, the power of the Com-
mittee is not defined, there is no limit on
its power, no inhibition established. As
I have said, the Committee seems to ar-
rogate unto itself whatever power it sees
fit to take.

Furthermore, Mr, President, there lies
no appeal from a decision by the Com-
mittee. This question has been dis-
cussed by other Members of the Senate;
but if there is any one thing that is
fundamental in our American system of
government it is the right of appeal, and
if there is any one case where such right
should exist and be safeguarded, it is
where the powers sought to be exercised
are not clearly defined. In this instance
we find an agency seeking to exercise
power which is in no way defined and
from the decisions of which there is no
right of appeal.

This Committee was established, Mr.
President, on the basis that it would help
promote the war effort. Instead of help-
ing the war effort, certainly, so far as
the section of the country from which
I come is concerned, it has proved defi-
nitely harmful. It has caused irritation;
it has bred resentments; it has created
bitterness. Instead of making for unity,
instead of making for all-out effort on
the part of our people, it has divided
them. That which should be our first
consideration is the war effort, the pro-
duction of the things needed for the war
effort, the production of iron and steel,
of aluminum, of sulfur, and all the other
many materials which go into the im-
plements our soldiers across the seas
need and must have for the winning of
this war. Our first thought should be
the production of the guns, the tanks,
the planes, and other implements of
warfare. If they are to be produced in
the best possible way, in the most effi-
cient way, and in the shortest possible
time, then we must have team play—the
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best possible team play, the best possible
cooperation and harmony among those
charged with the responsibility of carry-
ing on the work of production.

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Alabama yield to the Sen-
ator from Iowa?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr, GILLETTE. I ask the Senator to
yield because I wish to refer to an in-
terruption that came from the Senator
from Utah [Mr. Muorbock]l when he
mentioned the provision of the Consti-
tution which reposed the legislative
power in the Congress and referred to
the phrase “the legislative power herein
granted.” I hope the Senator from Ala-
bama will bear with me while I refer to
the section of the Constitution referring
to “legislative power herein granted.”
It is section 8, article I of the Constitu-
tion, and reads:

To make all laws which shall be necessary
and proper for carrying into execution the
foregoing powers—

Which are listed—
and all other powers vested by this Constl-
tution in the Governmeént of the United
States, or In any department or officer
thereof.

That is the legislative power,

Mr, HILL. I want to thank the Sen-
ator for his contribution. The language
of the Constitution is clear, specific, and
definite; there can be no question about
the fact that the Congress alone can
legislate, and that the President cannot,
because he happens to be the Chief Exec-~
utive, create agencies and set up instru-
mentalities of the Government exXcept
as he is authorized to do so by the Con-
gress of the United States. There can
be no guestion about that.

Mr. MURDOCE. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, HILL. I yield to the Senator from
Utah.

Mr. MURDOCEK. Does the Senator
take the position that the war powers
of the President come exclusively and
must come exclusively from statutory
law?

Mr. HILL. They come either from the
Constitution of the United States or from
the statutes. The President has no
power at all except the power which may
be given him by the Constitution or by
statutes passed by the Congress.

Mr. MURDOCK. That is the point I
desired to make in calling the matter
to the attention of the Senate. Inas-
much as the able Senator from Iowa, as
I understand him, has taken some issue
with the statement I made, will the Sen-
ator from Alabama yield to me to read
from a decision by Chief Justice Taft on
this very question? It is very brief and
right to the point.

Mr. HILL, How late is the decision?
I imagine the decision is 20 years old
and it may have been set aside by this
time., However, I yield; I want to be
czurteous to my friend, the Senator from
Utah.

Mr. MURDOCK. In my opinion, the
part of the decision which I shall read
is very pertinent to the present discus-
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sion. I quote from the decision in Myers
versus the United States, written by
Chief Justice Taft:

The difference between the grant of legls-
lative power under Article I to Congress,
which is limited to powers therein enumer=-
ated, and the more general grant of the exec-
utive power to the President under Article
II, is significant.

That is the language of Chief Justice
Taft in the Myers case. That is the
point I want to make when Senators
challenge a right of the President such
as he has exercised in the creation of
this Committee in time of war when we
have devolved upon him the responsi-
bility of carrying it on to successful con-
clusion. My point is that before we
accuse him of acting unlawfully in set-
ting up, as he has done in this case, a
committee for the be#er mobilization
of the manpower of the country, we must
have in mind not only the constitutional
grant of power to the Executive but also
any statutory law that may be enacted
to implement the broad grant of execu-
tive power in the Constitution. I thank
the Senator for his courtesy.

Mr, HILL. 1 cannot agree with the
distinguished Senator from Ufah. I
know of no grant either in the Constitu-
tion or in the statutes giving to the Pres=
ident the power to set up such an agency
as the Pair Employment Practice Com-
mittee.

Mr. President, as I stated, our first
consideration at this time, our para-
mount consideration, should be to do
that which will contribute most to our
war effort. As I have said on many
ocecasions, it will not be enough to win
the war; we must win it in the shortest
possible time, and save every life we
possibly can.

Time and again we have been reminded
by those responsible for our war produc-
tion and by those responsible for our
military operations that our battle front
rests squarely on the home front, that
what we can do in carrying war to our
enemies and in bringing about their
destruction and their defeat depends
upon what we do here on the home front,
how well we supply our men, with what
rapidity we send them the implements
of warfare which they must have in
order to do the job assigned them.

Mr. President, as I have said, this
agency, instead of contributing to the
war effort, instead of being helpful to
it, instead of stimulating it, instead of
doing something constructive for the
war effort, brings about the irritations,
the resentments, the bitterness to which
I have referred, and therefore it has
proved definitely harmful to our war
effort. As an agency harmful to the
war effort, as an agency breeding discon-
tent and resentment among our people
I hope the Congress will not put an
end to it, refuse this appropriation and
let us be done with a bad committee.

Mr., CONNALLY, Mr. President, I
shall detain the Senate for only a few
moments. The pending amendment has
been very thoroughly debated, and I
know it would be difficult to add any-
thing to the information of the Senate
on the subject. I shall vote against the
provision providing for the F. E. P. C.



1944

Mr. President, it seems to me that the
very spirit of this provision is wholly
out of line with what we have always
heretofore conceived to be the relation
as between our people with respect to
matters of employment. It is said the
desire is to prevent discrimination.
After all, who is to decide whether dis-
crimination is being practiced—this
agency, or the man who does the employ-

ing, whose money is used to pay for the

employment, and who is to be served
by the particular character of the serv-
ices of the employee? Or is the question
of discrimination to be determined by
some outsider, some governmental func-
tionary on a Government salary? How
is he better advised as to the qualifica-
tions of a particular applicant to fit the
requirements of the position which he
seeks, than the man who owns the busi-
ness, the man who offers the position,
the man who wants the services of the
employee in a business with which he is
entirely familiar?

It seems to me that the freedom and
the liberty of action of the employer is
as much to be consulted as that of the
employee. My own experience is that
the best way to instill confidence as.be-
tween the employee and the employer is
to let these forces have their natural
play, and not have an employee who feels
that his tenure is not dependent upon
his employer, but is dependent upon the
exercise of some governmental force or
some governmental compulsion to put
him and keep him in his job.

Mr. President, the experience of every
Government department, and of Sena-
tors and cthers, shows that if we employ
someone under pressure from outside
sources, the relationship between us and
the employees is never good. The em-
ployee feels that he can go around us,
and may appeal to some higher authority.

Like most governmental agencies, the
agency here concerned wants to spread
its jurisdiction. In my own State of
Texas the F. E. P. C. had an experience
which I shall briefly call to the atten-
tion of the Senate. The Dallas News,
one of the great newspapers of the State,
inserted in one of its advertising columns

an advertisement that the newspaper it- .

self wanted an employee, a colored man,
for some sort of work in the press rocom,
folding papers, or something of the kind.
The F. E. P. C. communicated with the
Dallas News and, on the ground that the
newspaper was discriminating, said, “You
cannot use that kind of an advertise-
ment. You cannot specify whether you
want colored or white.” Probably they
kept some good colored man out of a job
for which he was suited.

The Dallas News resisted, and such a
hubbub was created over the incident
that the Committee finally withdrew its
interference, and admitted that it was
in error and that a newspaper was not
such an essential industry in the war
situation as to justify invoking the juris-
dietion of the F. E. P. C. So it withdrew.
But it did not want to withdraw. It
wanted to stretch its jurisdiction into
every avenue of life and of industry. It
wanted to exercise governmental com-
pulsion and governmental power as to
the employment terms affecting every-
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one, everywhere, in every industry
throughout the land.

Mr, President, I am not so much con-
cerned about discrimination on the color
line. We in the South have never dis=
criminated against the colored race as
to employment. There are certain types
of employment for which they are su-
perior, and for which we would prefer
them to white employees. On the other
hand, there are other kinds of employ-
ment in which we prefer the whites. If
we leave the matter to the employees
and to the employers themselves, we will
never have serious difficulty in the South.
But if we intrude the arm of the Gov-
ernment, the mailed fist, into these rela-
tionships, we shall breed dissession, we
shall breed trouble.

I wish to say to some of those who
today wear the cloak of purity, and ex-
press high interest in others, that by the
enactment of legislation of the character
now proposed they are going to cause the
very thing they are pretending to want
to prevent.

Mr. President, I know of no law of Con-
gress which ever authorized the estab=-
lishment of the organization under dis-
cussion, I wrote to a man in my State
in April, before all the disturbance and
noise about this matter arose, that I
knew of no law authorizing the estab-
lishment of the agency. He wanted my
advice; he did not follow it after he got
it, but he wanted it. I told him that if
I were in his position I would go right
on running my business as I always had,
and would ignore this concern. But un-
der the threat of Government penalties
and Government compulsion, he wrote
them a note, “I will not run any more
advertisements like this.” That man
had a small manufacturing plant, and
he placed an advertisement in a news-
paper saying that he wanted six white
women to do certain kinds of work. This
agency went after him like a swarm of
bees and forbade the use of such an ad-
vertisement, and thereby probably kept
several women out of employment who
perhaps needed employment and who
could perform the duties and would bet-
ter than others suit the requirements of
the position to the employer.

Mr. President, no law existed which
authorized the establishment of this
agency when it was created, and the
best proof of that is that we now have
before us a proposal to make the Com-
mittee legal., If it were legally consti-
tuted all the time why would there be
need for a new law respecting it? It is
proposed to enact a law providing for
the legalizing of something which was
contended to be legal and legally author-
ized all the time. Of course, nothing in
the Constitution authorizes the estab-
lishment of this Committee. There is no
statute providing for it.

So, Mr. President, I shall vote “nay”
on the proposal.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, the
Senator from Texas means that he fa-
vors the motion to strike from the bill
the language dealing with the Commit-
tee?

Mr. CONNALLY. I mean I shall vote
against the appropriation. So, Mr. Pres-
ident, I shall vote to strike out of the
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bill the proposal with respect to the Com=
mittee.

Mr, WHITE. Mr. President, I make
the point of no gquorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
WaLsH of New Jersey in the chair). The
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and
the following Senators answered to their
names:

Alken Guffey Radcliffe

Ball Gurney Reed
Bankhead Hatch Revercomb
Barkley Hill Robertson
Bilbo Holman Russell
Brewster Johnson, Colo. Bhipstead
Burton Kilgore Stewart
Bushfield Lucas Taft

Byrd MecClellan ‘Thomas, Okla.
Capper McFarland Thomas, Utah
Chavez McKellar Tunnell
Connally Maloney Vandenberg
Cordon Maybank Wagner

Davis Mead Wallgren
Eastland Millikin Walsh, Mass.
Ellender Murdock ‘Walsh, N. J.
Perguson Murray Weeks

George O'Mahoney ‘Wherry

Gerry Overton White
Gillette Pepper Willis

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty
Senators have answered to their names.
A quorum is present.

The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. RusseLn] proposing to
strike out the paragraph relating to the
Committee ‘on Fair Employment Prac-
tice, as amended, being lines 3 to 16, in-
clusive, on page 10. |

Mr. BALL. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and
the legislative clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was
called). I have a general pair with the
junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr,
CuanpLER]. I transfer that pair to the
junior Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Brooks] who, if present, would vote as
I intend to vote. I am therefore at
liberty to vote. 'I vote “nay.”

Mr. ELLENDER (when his name was
called). I have a pair with the senior
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Ty¥pIings]
who, if present, would vote “nay.” If
I were at liberty to vote I would voie
“yea.“

Mr. WHITE (when Mr. LANGER’S name
was called). I have been requested by
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Langer] to announce that he is unavoida-
bly absent on Federal business, and that
if present he would vote “nay.”

Mr, THOMAS of Utah (when his name
was called). I have a general pair with
the senior Senato: from New Hampshire
[Mr. Brioges]l. I transfer that pair to
the junior Senator from California [Mr.
Downey] and will vote. I vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr, HILL. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Washington [Mr. BorNel and
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]
are absent from the Senate because of
illness.

The Senators from Nevada [Mr., Mc-
CARrrRAN and- Mr. ScrucHAM] are absent
on official business.

The Senator from Florida [Mr.
AnprREws], the Senator from Arkansas
[Mrs, Caraway], the Senator from Ken=
tucky [Mr, CuANDLER], the Senator from
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Idaho [Mr. Crark]l, the Senator from
Missouri [Mr. Crarx], the Senator from
Rhode Island [Mr. GreExl, the Senator
from Arizona [Mr. HaypEn]1, the Senator
from Indiana [Mr. Jackson], the Sena-
tor from South Carolina [Mr. SmiTHI,
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. TrU-
Man], the Senator from Maryland [Mr,
Typinesl, and the Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr., WHEELER] are detained on
public business.

The Senator from California [Mr.
Downey] is absent on official business
for the Senate.

The Senators from North Carolina
[Mr. BarLey and Mr. REYyNoLps] and the
Senator from Texas [Mr. O'DANIEL] are
necessarily absent.

I also announce the following pairs:
the Senator from North- Carolina [Mr,
BarLey] with the Senator from Missouri
[Mr. CLark]; the Senator from Arkansas
[Mrs. CarawaY] with the Senator from
Missouri [Mr. Truman]; the Senator
from South Carolina [Mr. Smita] with
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. JAack-
son]; the Senator from Florida [Mr.
Anprews] with the Senator from Nevada
[Mr, McCaArrAN]; and the Senator from
Texas [Mr. O'DanierL] with the Senator
from Delaware [Mr. Buck]. I am ad-
vised that, if present and voting, the Sen-
ator from North Carolina [Mr. BaiLey],
the Senator from Arkansas [Mrs. CARA-
waAY], the Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. Smrta], the Senator from Florida
[Mr., Anprewsl, and the Senator from
Texas [Mr. O'DanieL] would vote “yea,”
and the Senators from Missouri [Mr.
CrLARK and Mr. Trumanl, the Senator
from Indiana [Mr. Jackson], the Sena-
tor from Nevada [Mr. McCarran], .and
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Buck]
would vote “nay.”

I further announce that, if present
and voting, the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. GreEN], the Senator from
California [Mr. Downeyl, the Senator
from Montana |[Mr. WHeELER], and the
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La For-
LETTE] would vote “nay.”

The Senator from Arizona [Mr. Hay-
pEN] has a general pair with the Senator
from North Dakota [Mr. NyE]; and the
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass] has a
general pair with the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. AusTIN],

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Bripgesl, who is
absent because of illness, has a general
pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr.
THOMAS].

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Nvel, who is necessarily absent, has a
general pair with the Senator from Ari-
zona [Mr. HAYDEN].

The Senator from- Delaware [Mr.
Buckl], who would vote “nay,” is paired
with the Senator from Texas [Mr.
O'Danier], who would vote “yea.”

The Senator from Vermont [Mr,
AustiN], who is necessarily absent, has
8 general pair with the Senator from
Virgina [Mr, Grass],

The BSenator from Illinois [Mr,
Brooxks], the Senator from Connecticut
{Mr. Dananer], and the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr, Toeey] are neces-
sarily absent. These Senators would
vote "nay” if present.
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The Senator from New Jersey [Mr,
Hawgesl, the Senator from North Da-
kota [Mr. Langer], the Senator from
Oklahoma [Mr. Moorel, the Senator
from Idaho [Mr, Taomas], and the Sen-

ator from Iowa [Mr. WiLsoN] are neces-

sarily absent.

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
WiLEY] is absent attending the marriage
of his daughter. If present, he would
vote “nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 21,
nays 39, as follows:

YEAS—21
Bankhead George Maybank
Bilbo Gurmey Millikin
Brewster Hill Overton
Bushfield Holman Robertson
Byrd Johnson, Colo. Russell
Connally MeClellan Stewart
Eastland McEellar White

NAYS—39
Alken Hatch Shipstead
Ball Kilgore Taft
Barkley Lucas Thomas, Okla.
Burten McFarland Thomas, Utah
Butler Maloney Tunnell -
Capper Mead Vandenberg
Chavez Murdock Wagner
Cordon Murray Wallgren
Davis O'Mahoney Walsh, Mass,
Ferguson Pepper” Walsh, N. J.
Gerry Radcliffe Weeks
Gillette Reed Wherry
Gufley Revercomb Willis

NOT VOTING—36

Andrews Downey Nye
Austin Ellender O'Danlel
Baliley Glass Reynolds
Bone Green Scrugham
Bridges Hawkes Smith
Brooks Hayden Thomas, Idaho
Buck Jackson Tobey
Caraway Johnson, Calif. Truman
Chandler La Follette Tydings
Clark, Idaho Langer Wheeler
Clark, Mo. McCarran Wiley
Danaher Moore Wilson

So Mr. RussELL’s amendment was re-
jected. 3

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Chaflee, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had receded from its disagree-
ment to the amendments of the Senate
numbered 5, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 17, 25,
31, 41, 43, 48, 52, 59, 66, and 71 to the bill
(H. R. 4443) making appropriations for
the Department of Agriculture for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1945, and for
other purposes, and concurred therein;
that the House receded from its disa-
greement to the amendments of the Sen-
ate numbered 27, 40, 53, and 63 to the
bill, and concurred therein, severally
with an amendment, in which it re-
quested the concurrence of the Senate;
that the House receded from its disa-
greement to the amendment of the Sen-
ate numbered 65 to the bill and con-
curred therein with amendments, in
which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate; that the House insisted upon its
disagreement to the amendment of the
Senate numbered 60 to the bill, asked a
further conference with the Senate on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and that Mr. Tarver, Mr, CaN-
NoN of Missouri, Mr. SHEPPARD, Mr.
WENE, Mr. LAMBERTSON, Mr, DIRKSEN, and
Mr. PLUMLEY were appointed managers
on the part of the House at the confer-
ence.
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ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
SIGNED

The message also announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
following enrolled bills and joint resolu-
tion and they were signed by the Acting
President pro tempore:

H. R. 1475. An act to amend further the
Civil Service Retirement Act, approved May
29, 1930, as amended;

H. R. 4320. An act relating to the compu-
tation of interest on contributions to the
civil-gervice retirement fund returned to em-
ployees upon their separation from the serv-
ice;

H. R. 4659. An act to authorize the Soil
Conservation Service to lend certaln equip-
ment; and

H. J. Res, 208. Joint resolution making ap-
propriations for grants to States under the
Social Security Act.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR WAR AGENCIES

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 4879) making appropri-
ations for war agencies for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1945, and for other pur-
poses., h

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I offer
the amendment which I send to the desk
and ask to have stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be stated.

The Cuier CLerk. On page 10, at
the end of line 16, it is proposed to insert
the following: “Provided, That no part
of the funds herein appropriated shall be
used to pay the compensation of any
person to initiate, investigate, or prose-
cute any complaint against any defend-
ant where such defendant does not have
the same right to appeal an adverse deci-
sion of the Commitiee on Fair Employ-
ment Praetice to the President of the
United States, or to refer said complaint
to the President of the United States for
final disposition, as is asserted by or
allowed the said Committee on Fair Em-~
ployment Practice in cases where per-
sons complained against refuse to abide
by its orders.”

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, the
nature of this agency is transformed by
the vote which has just heen taken.
Heretofore the organization has been the
President’s Committee on Fair Employ-
ment Practice. By the majority vote
which has just been had in this Chamber
it now becomes the Congress' Committee
on Fair Employment Practice. Up until
this hour it has been the child of the
executive branch of Government. The
legislative branch has now adopted it,
and has undertaken to give it legality.

Certainly, Mr. President, if we are go-
ing to confirm in this manner all the acis
of the Committee on Fair Employment
Practice and all the rules and all the
regulations which have been promul-
gated by it, the least we can do is to pre-
serve an essential right of every Ameri-
can citizen, namely, the right to appeal
from an adverse decision which may de-
stroy such citizen.

Under the regulations which now are
in force, which provide for the procedure
in the Committee, the Committee has the
right to refer or to cite to the President
of the United States any defendant who
refuses to carry out its orders. The
amendment merely would allow a defend-~
ant who has been cited before the Com=
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mittee—without, as I still insist, any au-
thority of law—to have the same right
of appeal which is allowed to the Com-
mittee.

Of course, Senators can vote against
providing ahy right of appeal. They can
vote to give the Committee all the powers
it has asserted are vested in it by the
Executive order. But I shall ask that
we have a yea-and-nay vote on the ques-
tion whether an individual who has been
cited before the Committee shall be de-
nied the right of appeal, shall have his
contracts canceled, and shall have other
sanctions imposed against him, although
the Committee itself, if that person re-
fuses to act, has a right to appeal to the
President of the United States.

I ask for the yeas and nays on the
amendment which provides that right.

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. MALONEY. I should like to have
a clear understanding of the amendment,
before the vote is taken. The Committee
on Fair Employment Practice has no
right to cancel contracts. The Senator
has said contracts can be canceled only
through some other agency of Govern-
ment,

Mr. RUSSELL. That is correct.

Mr. MALONEY. Does the Senator
contend that if the War Department can-
cels a contract, the man who had the
contract has a right to appeal to the
President of the United States?

Mr. RUSSELL., That is what I am
seeking. I say that if the War Depart-
ment is to cancel a man's contract be-
cause he does not conform to a ruling or
order which has been issued by the Com-
mittee on Fair Employment Practice, cer-
tainly that man, the defendant, should
have the right to appeal.

Under the procedure which now ob-
tains, the Executive order provides that
if a person refuses to conform, before
sanctions are employed the Committee
has a right to cite the defendant to the
President of the United States. In two
cases the Committee has cited defend-
ants to the President.

The amendment provides that if the
Committee arbitrarily and without good
reason proposes to cancel a confract, a
party to the contract shall have a right
to appeal.

Mr, MALONEY., Mr. President, I am
inclined to be in accord with what I think
is the Senator’s purpose. ButIam won-
dering whether by the amendment he
would not direct that a party to almost
any canceled war contract might have
the right to appeal to the President.

Mr. RUSSELL, I do not think so.
The amendment provides that if the
committee arbitrarily attempts to impose
some unfair order or regulation upon a
party to such a contract, he may have the
right of appeal to the President. At the
present time such a person is absolutely
without any recourse. He cannot go into
the courts. Of course, it would be a
futile thing to give him the right to
come to the Congress, inasmuch as the
Congress has already vested these pow-
ers in the Committee on Employment by
the vote just had. There should be a
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right of appeal somewhere before a citi-
zen suffers loss due to arbitrary action.

As I have said before, the matter of
the cancelation of contracts is a question
of life and death with American business
today. The Committee on Fair Employ-
ment Practice, having been given con-
gressional sanction, can practically
eliminate an industry if it wishes to do
su, and a party to a contract has abso-
lutely no right of appeal from the Com-
mittee's decision.

Mr. MALONEY. Does the Senator
think his amendment makes it clear that
persons engaged in war work, and sub-
ject to the cancelation of contracts, can
appeal only if the difficulty arises as the
result of action taken by the Committee
on Fair Employment Practice?

Mr. RUSSELL. Oh, yes. Such per-
sons could appeal only when a govern-
ment department or agency has can-
celed a contract, and when the party to
the canceled contract, or the defendant,
contends that some action on the part
of the Committee on Fair Employment
Practice has been arbitrarily directed
against him,

Mr. MALONEY. The Senator has
made that point clear; has he?

Mr. RUSSELL. I am sure it is clear,
Of course, the effect of the amendment
is that some rules to provide for an ap-
peal must be established. That is its
effect. The only way we can bring that
about is by way of & limitation upon the
appropriation. With this limitation im-
posed I am sure the F. E. P. C. will pro-
vide some method of appeal to those who
contest its powers and orders.

Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. Presidenf, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. Under the present
practice, as I understand it, if a person
or corporation proceeded against re-
fuses to carry out an order of the Com-
mittee, the Committee may appeal to the
President. Is that true?

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes.

Mr. BARKLEY, The Committee itself
cannot cancel contracts, and does not do
so, under the regulations. But the War
Department or some other department
which has a contract may do so, as I
understand the situation. Is that cor-
rect?

Mr. RUSSELL. That is correct.

Mr. BARKLEY., If the department
which has the contract which has been
recommended for cancelation by the
Committee—I suppose the Commitiee
can do that—itself refuses to cancel the
contract, then the Committee can take
that matter to the President; is that
true?

Mr. RUSSELL. That is correct.

Mr. BARKLEY. What the Senator is
seeking to accomplish, as I understand
the amendment, is that when the depart-
ment involved has canceled the contract,
a party to the contract can appeal to
the President, if the department canceled
the contract as a result of a recommen-
dation of the Committee, but not of any
other agency.

Mr. RUSSELL. That is correct.

Mr. President, I ask that the amend-
ment be agreed to,
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Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, unless
the amendment involves something
which does not appear on the surface,
I personally do not believe any injustice
would result to the Government by rea-
son of allowing a person whose contract
is canceled as a result of action by the
Committee to take up the matter with
the President. I would cobject to pro-
viding the right of appeal to the Presi-
dent in th: case of a contract which was
canceled as a result of action by some
other agency. But in a case in which
the contract is canceled as a result of
some regulation of the Committee on
Fair Employment Practice, I am inclined
to think snch a provision might be made.

Mr. RUSSELL., I thank the Senator.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, if the
amendment, as it is worded, provides for
an appeal to the President, such as the
appeal the Committee would have, I do
not believe anyone would object to it
at all.

May the amendment be read again?

The PRECIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, the amendment will be
read again.

The CuIier CLERX. On page 10, at the
end of line 16, it is proposed to insert:
“Provided, That no part of the funds
herein appropriated shall be used to pay
the compensation of any person to initi-
ate, investigate, or prosecute any com-
plaint against any defendant where such
defendant does not have the same right
to appeal an adverse decision of the Com-
mittee on Fair Employment Practice to
the President of the United States, or to
refer said complaint to the President of
the United States for final disposition,
as is asserted by or allovved the said
Committee on Fair Employment Prac-
tice in cases where persons complained
against refuse to abide by its orders.”

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield further?

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. I think it is unfor-
tunate that the amendment has to be
offered by way of a limitation on an ap-
propriation. But it cannot be offered
otherwise except by a suspension of the
rule, which would require a favorable
vote of two-thirds of the Senate.

The language in the amendment, “to
initiate, investigate, or prosecute any
complaint,” in cases in which the right
of mutual appeal does not exist, in order
to be effective would result, I suppose, in
an amendment or a modification of the
rules of the committee.

Mr. RUSSELL. Of course, I stated
frankly to the Senator from Connecticut,
that the effect of the amendment would
be to force the establishment of some
method of appeal. If the members of the
committee do not do that, they cannot
draw their salaries.

Mr. BARELEY. Of course, none of
the appropriation could be used for the
purpose for which it was intended, other-
wise,

Mr., RUSSELL. That is correct.

Mr. BARKLEY. I myself would pre-
fer to vote straight out on the question
of providing for an appeal to the Pres-
ident, rather than to vote for it in this
way. But I realize that we could do that



6266

only by a two-thirds vote on the gues-
tion of suspension of the rule.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tun-
NELL in the chair). The question is on
agreeing to the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Georgia, adding certain lan-
guage on page 10, at the end of line 16.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr, President, I offer
the amendment which I send to the desk,
and ask to have stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be stated for the infor-
mation of the Senate. .

The CHier CLERK. Affer line 16, on
page 10 of the bill, it is proposed to in-
sert the following: “Provided further,
That no part of this appropriation shall
be used to pay the compensation of any
person to initiate, investigate, or prose-
cute any proceeding against any person,
firm, or corporation which may result in
seizure cr operation of any plant or other
property of such person, firm, or cor-
poration by Federal authority for the
failure to abide by any rule or regula-
tion of the Committee on Fair Employ-
ment Practice, or for failure to abide by
any order passed by the Committee on
Fair Employment.”

Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. President, the
amendment speaks for itself. During
the course of the debate it developed that
the chairman of thir Committee had as-
serted the right of the Committee to
cause the taking over of any plant when
the owners thereof did not comply with
an order of the Committee. The amend-
ment makes it clear that no industry, or
any person having business with the
Government, shall have its plant taken
over for failure to conform to any rule
of the Committee. The Government
would still have the right to cancel the
man's contract, But certainly neither
this Committee nor any other agency of
the Government should have the au-
thority to order a plant to be seized
merely because the owner had not car-
ried out the Committee’s rules in the
absence of any legislative standards im-
posed by the Congress upon the Com-
mittee.

Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. BARKLEY, I am not aware of
any case in which the Committee itself
has attempted to toke over any plant.
I had not been apprised of the fact that
it had asserted such right. I have been
absent in an attempt to help write an
O. P. A, bill and have not been present
during all the debate.

Allow me to ask the Senator a ques-
tion. Suppose that as the result of an
order issued by the Committee to cease
and desist in the case of any discrimina-
tion which it has the right to consider,
the plant which was involved refused to
carry out the order of the Committee, and
as a result a strike took place involving
the production of war material. Would
the proposed amendment deprive the
President of the right to take over the
plant under laws already enacted?

Mr. RUSSELL, It would not deprive
the President of any right conferred by
existing law. If such plant were closed
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by a strike he is authorized by substan-
tive law to seize the plant.

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not certain
about it, because the language of the
amendment includes, I believe, the
phrase “resulting from any order,” and
so forth, of this Committee. I certainly
do not feel that we should deprive the
President of the right to seize a plant
for any reason which ourselves have
specified in the laws which we have
enacted,

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL., I yield.

Mr. CONNALLY, Is it not true that
all the amendment would do would be
to provide a penalty for not observing
the rules of the Committee, but that con-
fiscation would not take place?

The case cited by the Senator from
Kentucky would involve a different
proposition. After certain things took
place if a strike should result in a war
plant, the strike law would apply.

Mr. BARKLEY. I can very well
visualize a case in which the Committee
itself had ordered a plant to cease a
discrimination which it had found to
exist. If the plant refused to obey the
oider of the Committee, the Committee
could then appeal to the President.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I wish
to be candid with Senators. I do not
want any Senator to be misled in voting
on the proposal. I did not have time to
have the amendment printed. It oc-
curred to me very early this morning
while I was thinking of some safeguards
to suggest in connection with this provi-
sion. .

Mr. BARKLEY, The hour intimated
by the Senator from Georgia is a very late
one for a Member of this body to be out.
[Laughter.]

Mr. RUSSELL. The purpose of the
amendment, whether the language would
accomplish it or not, is completely to
divest this Committee of the right to set
any machinery in action which would
take over any industrial plant.

Mr, BARELEY, I should like to have
the amendment reread. When it was
read by the clerk I caught some language
which made me believe that if anything
should happen which was the result of
an order of the Committee the plant
might not be taken over even if what had
occurred should result in a strike by the
employees, or a refusal to carry out the
orders of the Committee.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be restated.

The CHier CLERK. After line 16, on
page 10 of the bill, it is proposed to insert
the following: “Provided jurther, That no
part of this appropriation shall be used
to pay the compensation of any person
to initiate, investigate, or prosecute any
proceeding against any person, firm, or
corporation which may resulf in seizure or
operation of any plant or other property
of such person, firm, or corporation by
Federal authority for the failure to abide
by ary rule or regulation of the Commit-
tee on Fair Employment Practice, or for
failure to abide by any order passed by
the Committee on Fair Employment.”
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Mr. BARKLEY. I think there could be
no doubt about the interpretation of the
amendment that even the President him-
self could not, under present law, take
over a plant because of a strike resulting
from the nonobservance of an order is-
sued by the Committee.

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator knows
that a statute cannot be repealed by lim-
jtation of an appropriation. Only the
power may be limited of the organization
for which the appropriation is made,
The language in the proposed amend-
ment could not in any way repeal the
powers of the President to take over any
plant.

Mr, BARKLEY. The amendment re-
fers to the taking over of a plant by the
Federal authority,

Mr, RUSSELL. Yes.

Mr. BARKLEY. The President has
Federal authority.

Mr, RUSSELL, Of course he has.

Mr. BARKLEY, The language seems
to me, although the Senator may not
have so intended it, to be broad enough
to be interpreted as meaning that none
of the money may be used to investigate,
initiate, or otherwise to proceed against
any plant which would result in taking
over a plant by Federal authority. Ican
very well understand how there could
arise a situation in which a war plant
might be involved in a strike growing
out of activities of this committee, or the
failure of the company involved to carry
out the recommendations or orders of
the committee. If war production were
involved I certainly would not wish to
vote for an amendment which would
take away from the Federal authority
which now exists the right to take over
a plant in the event that a strike should
result from the controversy.

Mr, RUSSELL, I can see no hasis
whatever for the assertion——

Mr, BARKLEY. Even if there were a
likelihood of the occurrence which I have
stated, the money could not be spent
under the amendment for the purpose
referred ta.

Mr., CONNALLY. Mr. President, I
wish to submit that the construction
which the Senator from Kentucky fears
would not be possible under the language
of the amendmenf, The amendment
says in part:

Any proceeding agalnst any person, firm,
or corporation which may result in seizure
or operauuu of any plsnt- or other property of
such person, firm, or corporation—

That language is followed by an asser-
tion, which is not necessary, of the words
“by Federal authority.”

For what?

For failure to abide by any order passed
by the Committee on Fair Employment.

In other words, the amendment applies
to a seizure, not because of a strike, not
because of something that happens later
on; the amendment herely prohibits the
seizure of a plant as a penalty for vio-
lating some rule of the committee. That
is what it is intended to do, is it not?

Mr, RUSSELL. That is exactly what
I intended, that is the purpose of the
amendment, and I thought it was per-
fectly clear.
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Mr. CONNALLY, I do not see how
any other construction can be placed
upon it, because it says “which may re-
sult in the seizure or operation of any
plant or other property of such person.”
For what? For failure to abide by the
committee’s rule. If it is for something
else, for a strike later on, that is a wholly
different matter, and has no relation
whatever to this particular amendment,

Mr. BARKLEY, Let me analyze the
language of the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Georgia a little further. If
reads:

Provided further, That no part of this ap-
propriation shall be used to pay the com-
pensation of any person to initiate, investi-
gate, or prosecute any proceeding against any
person, firm, or corporation which may result

in the seizure or operation of any plant or.

other property of such person, firm, or cor-
poration,

How can anyone who starts out to.in-
vestigate one of these cases know in ad-
vance whether it might result in the
seizure of property, and if he starts out
innocently, under the orders of the Com-
mittee, to investigate a complaint, and
later on the plant should be taken over,
how could he be stopped from proceeding
merely on the fear that it might result in
the seizure of the plant? I do not see
how anyone, under this language, would
feel justified in making any kind of an
investigation, because he could not project
his mind far enough into the future to
see what some other agency might do.
1t applies to every person who would un-
dertake anywhere to investigate a com-
plaint. If the Senator is going to try to
limit the taking over of any plant, it
seems to me it should be by the Commit-
tee itself, not by any other Federal agency,
because the complaint the Senator makes
against the Committee is that it asserts
the right; not that it has ever taken over
a plant.

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not think the
Committee has made a formal declara-
tion that it had the right to take over a
plant. According to a newspaper ac-
count read in the course of the debate—
though not by me—the chairman as-
serted that if the 14 railroads which had
been cited to the President did not con-
form to their order, the President of the
United States was going to take the rail-
roads over. I think that when we legis-
late in this haphazard fashion and im-
pose upon American industry or business
the penalty of losing contracts with the
Government in this time, when that is
certainly a very extreme penalty, we
should not go further and say, “We not
only are going to take your contract away
from you, but are going to take your
plant away from you, if you do not come
in and conform to the orders of this
agency,” which has no legislative stand-
ards, the powers of which Congress has
never defined, other than by the unlim-
ited grant of power the Senate approved
by the vote a few moments ago. I do not
believe it is fair, from what I know of the
Committee and some of ifs act.iomi in the
past, that the Committee should have the
right to set in motion action which would
eventnate in the seizure and operation of
private business in this country. The
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penalty of losing a contract is certainly
a very stiff penalty.

Mr. BARKLEY. I should like to ask
the Senator another question. I do not
know the basis upon which the Chair-
man of the Committee made the asser-
tion, if he did make it, that the President
would take over 14 railroads simply be-
cause they did not obey the orders of the
Committee. That would be a matter up
to the. President, even if he had the
power to do it. It is inconceivable to me
that anyone could predict that the
President would take over the railroads
under any circumstances except those
already outlined in the law, under which
he took them over a few months ago
because of a threatened strike, not be-
cause of the disobedience of an order
of somebody which had been issued, but
as a war measure, because a strike
threatened to interfere with transporta-
tion. Fortunately, that matter was
settled, and the railroads were operated
by the Government but a few days.

Mr. RUSSELL. The Senator knows
that the question of a strike is not in-
volved in the railroad case originated by
F. E. P. C. There has been no strike as
the result of the President's order.
There has been an absolute refusal on
the part of the railroad brotherhoods
and the railroads, which have an exist-
ing contract, to conform to the order of
the F. E. P. C,, that they cancel their
contract. The labor union said, “We are
not going to cancel the contract,” and
the railroads said, “We are not going to
cancel the contract,” and the matter has
now been referred to the President of the
United States.

Certainly, Mr. President, the power to
take away from those railroads any Gov-
ernment business should be a sufficient
penalty, when it is asserted by as nebu-
lous an organization as the one under
consideration.

There is nothing in the amendment
which would repeal any substantive law,
and the Senator from Eentucky is fa-
miliar with the rule which has been uni-
formly followed, that a limitation on an

~ appropriation applies only to that appro-

priation. s
thMr. BARKLEY. Yes; I appreciate
at.

Mr. RUSSELL. And not to any other
law. We cannot by a limitation on an
appropriation bill repeal the Smith-
Connally Act, we cennot repeal the Sec-
ond War Powers Act, or any other act, we
cannot repeal the amendment I offered
to the selective-service law, giving the
President power to take over businesses
in certain cases. The President could
still take over the railroads in the event
there was any strike, but I do not think
we should turn this agency loose to go
around threatening to take over private
business if such business or industry
refuses to submit to its dictates. The
penalty of cancelation of their contracts
is certainly severe enough. This should
be made perfectly clear in the rules and
regulations promulgated by this organi-
zation, The President has given them
unlimited power to promulgate all rules
and regulations they think necessary,
and I think the Congress, in passing on
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this matter, should say, “You cannot
promulgate a rule that is going to result
in taking over private industry in this
country for failure to conform to any
order the F. E. P. C. may issue as to em-
ployment policies of any individual or
corporation that is engaged in business
in his country.” -

Mr. BARKLEY. The difficulty which
confronts me is that we might create a
fear in the mind of some of the employees
of this committee, in going out and start-
ing an investigation, lest later on, if the
controversy they were investigating, or-
the discrimination, if one were found to
exist, resulted in a strike in a plant, the
committee itself, or the person involved,
might be charged with having expended
money unlawfully, because later on
something happened which could not be
foreseen, and therefore the law was vio-
lated,

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr, President, this
committee can promulgate any rule or
regulation it sees fit to promulgate, under
the terms of the President’s Executive
order. I shall read the last provision of
the order. After ordering that the
F. E. P. C. may do this, that and the
other, try cases, and so forth, it then
says:

The Committee shall have power to pro-
mulgate such rules and regulations as may
be npprcpriate or necessary to carry out the
provisions of this order.

Let them promulgate a rule which will
make it absolutely clear that they are
not asserting the right to take over
plants or to be the motivaing factor
behind thé action of any other agency of
the Federal Government in taking over
private industry in this country for re-
fusing to obey their decrees, and they
will have absolved themselves from this
limitation. Is it asking too much, when
they claim the power to take a man’s
contract away from him, to say that this
committee shall adopt a rule that they
are not going to take away his plant, too,
unless he subjects himself to their whim
and fancy?

We all know it would have to be a very
extreme case before the President would
interfere with the action of the Commit-
tee in reaching a decision, but when we
say they man take a man’s contract away
from him, we should not go further and
say they can take his business away un-
less he is willing to conform to any rule or
regulation which this Committee might
promulgate, or any order which might
he issued.

I certainly think that business in this
country is entitled to the protection at
Jeast of not having physical properties
taken away at the behest of this agency.
We have approved the claim of right to
take a contract away from business, and
I am not offering any amendment which
would deny the right to have contracts
canceled and I do not propose to do so,
but I do think the Senate should approve
an amendment which would prevent this
Committee from setting in motion any
power which would result in taking away
the private property of any person, firm,
or corporation in the United States.
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Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I hesitate
to prolong the discussion. I am not sure
what the consequences of the adoption
of the pending amendment would be. If
occurs to me however that its adoption
would be taking somewhat hasty action
at this late moment. It occurs to me also
that the amendment would limit and
restrict the power of the Chief Executive,
The amendment therefore ought to be
considered later on in connection with
the bill which has already been intro-
duced in the House and in the Senate
dealing with this subject. I hope, Mr.
President, that we will set aside the
amendment at this time.

Mr. MAYBANK, Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MEAD. I yield. v

Mr. MAYBANK. It seems to me the
Senator from Georgia has quite as much
right to offer an amendment to the pro-
posed $500,000 appropriation for the com-
mittee and to have it acted upon at this
time in connection with the pending
measure, as the Senator from Connecti-
cut [Mr. DanasEr] had to propose an
amendment to the pending legislation in
the form of the bill now in the House,
but which he withdrew a day or so ago.

Mr, MEAD. Mr. President, we are
merely dealing with an appropriation for

. an agency which is already in existence.
The legislation introduced by the junior
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Dana-
HER] has been referred or will be referred
to a Senate committee dealing with such
legislative matters, and not to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. If can be con-
sidered by such a committee, and we
will have ample opportunity to present
our views. SoI hope the amendment will
be passed over until we consider the pro-
posed legislation introduced by the junior
Senator from Connecticut or some simi-
lar bill,

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I marely
wish to say that I think we have taken
rather nasty action here in approving of
all the rules and resulations that have
been issued without any of the Members
of this body being apprised as to what
they were. If the Senate does not wish
to adopt my amendment, which merely
provides that the Committee on Fair Em-
ployment Practice cannot put in motion
the machinery to take over a man’s en-
terprise, without in any way curtailing
the right to cancel his contract, it has
the right to do so. I feel that I have
some responsibility to offer these amend-
ments and to try to see that there is some
kind of safeguard or some legislative
standard, and any that we may impose
will be mild enough because I know how
Senators feel about the matier.
tainly think the very least the Congress
can do is to make a declaration that we
do not believe that any person should be
deprived of his private property, his mill,
or his factory or his store simply because
he refuses to obey an order issued by this
agency. Certainly such a penalty would
be too extreme. ;

Mr. BARKLEY, Mr, President, I do
not wish to discuss the amendment. I
simply rose to urge Senators to remain
a little later than usual, if necessary, in
order to dispose of the pending bill. A

I cer- -
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number of appropriation bills are as yet
undisposed of. There is important legis-
lation which it is necessary to be disposed
of, and I hope Senators will not be in a
hurry to leave the Chamber until we
have disposed of the pending bill and
other matters that the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McEKeLLar], as acting
chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee, is anxious to bring. before the
Senate and have disposed of. I do not
care to delay a vote on this amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. Russern]l. [Puiting the
question.] The Chair is in doubt.

Mr. RUSSELL. I ask for the yeas and
nays on the amendment.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and
the legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah (when his
name was called). I have a general pair
with the senior Senator from New Hamp-
shire [Mr. Bringes]. I transfer that
pair to the junior Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. DowNeY] and will vote. I
vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave a general pair with
the junior Senator from EKentucky [Mr.
CuaAnDLER]. I transfer that pair to the
junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
Wney], and will vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. HILI,. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Washington [Mr. Bonel and
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]
are absent from the Senate because of
illness.

The Senators from Nevada [Mr. Mc-
Carran and Mr. ScrucHAM] are absent on
official business.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. AN-
pREws], the Senator from Arkansas [Mrs.
Carawayl, the Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. CaanpLER], the Senator from Idaho
[Mr, Crark], the Senator from Missouri
[Mr, Crark], the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. Green], the Senator from
Arizona [Mr. HaypEN], the Senator from
Indiana [Mr, JAcgson], the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr, SmrtH], the Senator
from Maryland [Mr. RapcLirFel, the Sen-
ator from Missouri [Mr. TrRomanl, the
Senator from Maryland [Mr. TypiNGs],
and the Senator from Montana [Mr,
WueeLErR] are detained on public busi-
ness.

The Senator from California [Mr.
DownEY] is absent on official business
for the Senate.

The Senators from North Carolina
[Mr. BarLey and Mr. ReynoLps] and the
Senator from Texas [Mr. O'DaANIEL] are
necessarily . absent.

The Senator from Alabama [Mr.
BankHEAD] is detained in a committee
meeting.

I also announce that the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr. Smita] is paired
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr.
Jackson]; and the Senator from Florida
[Mr. Anprews] is paired with the Sen-
ator from Nevada [Mr, McCarranl. I
am advised that if present and voting,
the Senator from South Carclina and
the Senator from Florida would vote
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“yea,” and that the Senator from In-
diana and the Senator from Nevada
would vote “nay.”

I am advised that if present and vot-
ing, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mu.
GreEn], the Senator from California
[Mr. DownEeY], and the Senator from
Wisconsin - [Mr. La FoLLETTE] would vote
unay'n

I further announce that the Senator
from Virginia [Mr. Grass] has a general
pair with the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. AusTin]; and the Senator from Ari-
zona [Mr. HavpeN] has a general pair
with the Senator from North Dakota
[Mr. NYE].

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Brinces] has a
general pair with the Senator from Utah
[Mr., TrOMAS].

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Nye] has & general pair with the Sen-
ator from Arizona [Mr. HaypEN].

The Senator from Delaware [Mr,
Buck] has a pair with the Senator from
Texas [Mr. O'DanIEL].

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Aus-
T1in] has a general pair with the Senator
from Virginia [Mr. Grass].

The Senator from Ohio [Mr, Tarrtl
is necessarily absent. If present he
would vote “yea.”

The Senator from Illinois [Mr,
Brooxs], the Senator from North Da-
kota [Mr. Lancer], the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Toeey]1, the Sena-
tor from Idaho [Mr. THomas], the Sen-
ator from Iowa [Mr. WiLson], the Sen-
ator from New Jersey [Mr. Hawkes], the
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. MOORE],
and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr,
DanaHER] are necessarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 27T,
nays 25, as follows:

YEAS—27
Bilbo Gernry Maybank
Butler Gillette O'Mahoney
Byrd Gurney Overton
Connally Hatch Reed
Cordon Hill Revercomb
Eastland man Russell
Ellender Johnson, Colo, Stewart
Ferguson McClellan Wherry
George McEellar White

NAYS—25
Alken Lucas Tunnell
Bali McFarland Vandenberg
Barkley Maloney Wagner
Burton Mead Wallgren
Capper Murdock Walsh, Mass.
Chavez Murray ‘Walsh, N. J.
Davis Pepper Willis
Guffey Thomas, Okla.
Kilgore Thomas, Utah

NOT VOTING—44
Andrews Downey Reynolds
Austin Glass Robertson
Balley Green Scrugham
Bankhead Hawkes Shipstead
Bone Hayden Smith
Brewster Jackson Taft
Bridges Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Idaho
Brooks La Follette Tobey
Buck Langer Truman
Bushfleld McCarran Tydings
Caraway Millikin Weeks
Chandler Moore ‘Wheeler
Clark, Idaho Nye Wiley
Clark, Mo. O'Danlel Wilson
Danaher Radcliffe
So Mr. RUSSELL'S amendment was

agreed to.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I offer
another amendment which I send to the
desk and ask to have stated.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment offered by the Senator from
Georgia will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. At the proper place
in the bill it is proposed to insert the fol-
lowing: “Provided further, That no part
of the funds herein appropriated shall be
used to pay the compensation of any per-
son employed by said Committee on Fair
Employment Practice who issues or at-
tempts to enforce any rule, regulation, or
order which repeals, amends, or.modifies
any law enacted by Congress,”

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I am
sure there can be no controversy over
this amendment. At the very least there
should be a limitation on the powers of
the Committee prohibiting it from as-
serting the power to modify, amend, or
repeal any act of Congress. That is all
this amendment provides. No person
shall be paid from this appropriation if
he attempts to pursue any proceeding
which would amend, modify, or repeal
any act of Congress.

Mr. BALL. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr, RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. BALL. Does the Senator know of
any case in which the Committee has
asserted such authority?

Mr. RUSSELL. In my judgment, it
asserts that authority when it undertakes
to compel the low bidder on a contract
required to be let in accordance with
statutory law to conform to requirements
other than those imposed by the Con-
gress. That is a question which would
have to be determined by another Gov-
ernment authority; but, in my judg-
ment, when F. E. P. C. undertakes to re-
view, change, or alter acts of Congress
in the matter of letting contracts by
superimposing upon the- congressional
act some requirements of its own, that
amounts to a modification or repeal of
an act of Congress, I do not believe that
any creature of Congress—now that we
have adopted the Committee on Fair Em-
ployment Practice—should have the au-
thority or power to do anything in dero-
gation of a solemn act of Congress. That
is the purpose of the amendment.

Mr. BALL. Mr, President, will the
Senator further yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. BALL. Is it the Senator's conten=
tion that the section in the President’s
Executive order ordering procurement
agencies to insert a clause in Govern-
ment contracts requiring no discrimina-
tion because of race, color, or creed is a
violation of any act of Congress?

Mr. RUSSELL. That is a matter of
opinion. In my opinion, it is, in the case
of contracts required by law to be let to
the lowest biddeér. Congress has enacted
a law which very specifically and care-
fully deals with the guestion of awarding
contracts to the lowest bidder. As I
understand, there is nothing in that act
which would require the contractor to
submit himself to the orders of the Com-
mittee on Fair Employment Practice be-
fore being awarded a contract on a low
bid. Some other authority may rule dif-
ferently, but in my judgment that is an
action of an agency which would have
the effect of modifying or repealing an
act of Congress.
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Mr. BALL. Then, is it the purpose of
the Senator's amendment to take away
from the Committee any right to apply
pressure through a procurement agency
on any corporation having a Govern-
ment contract, to correct what the Com-
mittee considers to be a bad practice?

Mr. RUSSELL. No; that is not a fair
statement, because 85 or 90 percent of
the contracts now being awarded are
being let on some other basis than that
of the lowest bidder. The amendment
would not prevent the Committee from
applying any other pressure that might
be at its disposal to force a contracting
party to submit himself to this agency.
However, it would provide that the Com-
mittee may not establish a new require-
ment which goes beyond those prescribed
by Congress in making a contract to be
awarded to the lowest bidder. Accord-
ing to my interpretation, it is confined
to that class of cases.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment  offered by the Scnator from
Georgia [Mr. RusseLL].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I have
one further amendment. I do not care
to discuss it at length. I assume that
this amendment will be controversial.
However, I wish to offer ‘it and have a
vote on it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment offered by the Senator from
Georgia will be stated.

The Cmier CLERK. At the proper

place in the bill it is proposed to insert
the following: “Provided, That no part
of the funds herein appropriated shall
be used to pay the compensation of any
person who initiates, investigates, or
prosecutes any proceeding against an
employer and a labor union to amend or
abrogate an existing contract between
such employer and such labor union.”
- Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I do
not care to belabor the subject. I dis-
cussed it at some length last Friday. A
reading of the amendment will make its
purpose perfectly clear, The purpose is
to make sure that this agency has not
the authority to disturb or abrogate an
existing contract between two private
contracting parties, That is the effect
of it. If a contract expires, or if no
contract is in being, the agency could
proceed. I wish to be perfectly fair to
all Members of the Senate. The pur-
pose of the amendment is to deny to the
Committee on Fair Employment Prac-
tice the right to repeal or modify an
existing contract which is not otherwise
illegal, entered into in good faith be-
tween a labor union and an employer.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL, Iyield.

Mr. CHAVEZ. I can go along with
the Senator from Georgia on many
things, but I will not go along with him
in supporting an amendment which has
for its purpose carrying out the caprice
of any labor union when it is engaged
in doing something which is un-
American.

Mr. President, I have been carrying
the torch for labor unions for years,
but some of them are just as bad as any
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businessman or any corporation which
dares to oppress the one who toils, I
will not vote for any amendment to pre-
serve the sanctity of a contract which
to my mind represents an un-American
effort by a labor union to use discrimi-
nation. I know something about labor
unions. As I have said, in my State
I have dared to speak in their favor
when no one else would do so, when it
was unpopular to speak in their favor.
But I know of some labor unions which
are just as un-American as some of the
large corporations which are oppressing
those who sweat and toil. I know of
some labor unions which would not per-
mit an Italian to belong to them. I
know of some labor unions which would
not permit persons of some other na-
tionalities to belong to them. I know of
some unions which would not let your
son or my son be an apprentice to a car-
penter or to a machinist. I will not vote
for an amendment which would nof
limit such activities by labor unions
which have been just as subversive of
the rights of Americans as have the
activities of anyone else who could
oppress labor.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. President, I
wish to make the brief observation that
in my opinion the Senate very bravely
marched up the hill by voting for the
appropriation for the Committee, and in
my opinion, the Senate, by means of
what I think are these rather subtle
amendments, is voting to march down
the hill.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I wish
to make it clear that the amendment
would not in anywise limit the power
of the Committee to deal with a labor
union as such or an employer as such.
It would prevent the Committee from as-
gerting the power to abrogate a contract
already in existence.

I do not care to argue the question.
A3 I have stated heretofore, that is the
purpose of the amendment. I hope it
will have that effect if it is adopted by
the Senate.

I may say, in answer to the remarks
of the Senator from Utah, that these
amendments were frankly designed to
provide some modest limitations on the
power of the Committee.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. RUSSELL., I yield.

Mr. MURDOCE. It seems to me that
the distinguished Senator from Georgia
has gone so far afield from the two small
sections of the President’s order that he
simply does not recognize what we are
legislating upon. At least, I cannot see
any application or any relationship at
all between the Senator’s amendments
and the order of the President.

If the Senator will indulge me a little
further, I should like to read the two
parts of the order which are at all im-
portant. The first is:

All contracting agencies of the Govern-
ment of the United States shall include in all
contracts hereafter negotlated or renego=
tiated by them a provision obligating the
contractor not to discriminate against any

employee or applicant for employment be-
cause of race, creed, color, or nationsal origin.
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The order also would require the con-
fractor to include a similar provision in
all subcontracts.

The other part is as follows:

All departments and agencies of the Gov-
ernment of the United States concerned with
vocational and training programs for war
production shall take all measures appro-
priate to insure that such programs are
administered without discrimination be-
cause of race, creed, color, or national origin.

The amendments which the Senate
has adopted, after voting the appropria-
tion, have to do with the seizure of plants
and the taking over of businesses which
have nothing at all to do, in my opinion,
with the Executive order promulgated by
the President.

Why we should march up the hill and
appropriate $500,000, and then turn
around, by means of amendments, and
march down again is hard for me to com-
prehend.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I re-
gret that I cannot assume responsibility
for the inability of the Senator from
Utah to see the purpose of the amend-
ments. But if he has marched up the
hill, and if the amendment does not
mean anything, its adoption will not
mean that the Senate is marching down
the hill. If no one proposed to take over
private plants under the powers this
Committee is asserting, the amendment
could not hurt a thing on earth. It could
not injure the Committee in its work in
any way at all.

But every amendment I have offered
has boen directed at some specific action
the Committee has been taking, as dis-
closed by the hearings in the House and
in the Senate. I have not offered the
amendments merely for the pleasure of
offering them. I am apprehensive lest
this agency might undertake to have
plants seized by Federal authority in this
ecountry, in cases in which employers re-
fuse to submit themselves to the dictates
of the Committee. If the Committee has
no such intention, the amendment can-
not hurt it in the slightest degree.

Mr. MURDQCEK. Mr, President, will
the Senator further yield?

Mr. RUSSELL. I yield.

Mr. MURDOCK. I certainly do not
wish to charge my distinguished friend,
the Senator from Georgia, with ever of-
fering an amendment which is not effec-
tive and which has no purpose. What I
wish to charge him with is offering
amendments which will destroy the ef-
fect of the action taken by the Senate
earlier today.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I thank
the Senator for the compliment he pays
me when he says the effect of the amend-
ment will be to destroy the power of the
¥.E.P.C.

Mr. MURDOCEK. The Senator’s very
purpose in offering the first amendment
was to destroy the Committee. The Sen-
ator has not been successful in that re-
. spect.

In my opinion the Senator has been
successful in greatly curtailing and, 1
think, destroying the activities of the
Committee, by what has been adopted by
way of amendment.

Mr. RUSSELL. I hope the amend-
ments will curtail the activities of the
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Committee so that it will not be able to
seize private enterprise in this country.
I hope it will have that effect.

Mr. CHAVEZ, Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

. Mr. RUSSELL. I yield to the Senator
from New Mexico. :

Mr, CHAVEZ, My objections to the
pending amendment are fundamental.
There is no doubt whatever in my mind
as to what the Senator from Georgia has
in mind with reference to trying to pre-
vent the committee from doing something
which he thinks should not be done. Iam
positive of that. But the amendment will
effect a situation which I shall now de-
scribe. In my State the Government has
a contract for the building of an air base.
The contractor who is building the air
base has a contract with a union to fur-
nish labor on the Government contract.

The viciousness of the pending amend-
ment, as I see it, is that the unions have
not and will not permit an American cit-
izen go to work on the air base unless
he first pays tribute to the union. That
is the kind of contract the Senator’s
amendment would protect.

Mr. RUSSELL. Oh, no; the Senator
misunderstands the effect of the amend-
ment.

Mr. CHAVEZ. That is the way I un-
derstand the Senator’s amendment.

Mr. RUSSELL. But the Senator mis-
interprets the amendment.

Mr, CHAVEZ, . Possibly I do. Every-
thing which has been said against unions
during the debate has been said about
the C. I. 0. But I know other unions
which would not permit a person to do a
little work in connection with the war
effort unless he belonged to that partic-
ular union.

The Senator’s amendment would pro-
tect a contract by which it would be
necessary for a poor citizen of this coun-
try to pay tribute to a union, Unless he
paid tribute to the laborer’s union or the
carpenter’s union, he could not work. I
think the F. E. P. C. should take care of
a matter of that kind.

Mr. RUSSELL. No, Mr. President;
the amendment has nothing to do with
a matter of that kind. The F. E. P. C.
has no right to declare an open shop
anywhere, so far as I know. If it did
have such a right, it would run head-on
into the War Labor Board.

Mr. CHAVEZ. But the amendment
would protect the closed shop. I do not
think the closed shop should be per-
mitted in plants working in the war
effort.

Mr. RUSSELL. I do not have any
war indusfry in mind. I might say I
had in mind a contract which has been
entered into on a basis of years—I do not
recall how many—between the southern
railroads and the railroad brotherhoods.
I have also some ideas that the guestion
involved here is rather fundamental, I
have always thought that a contract
which was otherwise legal was something
which should not be set aside for any
light reasons, but that there should be
sound and substantial reasons for the
cancelation or setting aside of a contract.

All Senators know how they are going
to vote on this question. I shall not dis-
cuss it further. The amendment would
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not have the effect stated by the Senator
from New Mexico. It would only pre-
serve the sanctity of existing contracts,
That is its effect.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Geor-
gia [Mr. RUSSELL].

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote,

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, again I in-
vite the attention of my colleagues of the
Senate to this rather extraordinary per-
formance. More than ever I believe that
these legislative amendments should be
taken up in their regular order before a
legislative committee, when an appropri=
ate bill is under consideration. This is
no time for the consideration of amend-
ments which are as far-reaching as the
amendments which we are considering.

I agree with the junior Senator from
Utah [Mr. Murpock], who explained that
we voted for the appropriation for the
Committee on Fair Employment Prac-
tice, and gave it a substantial majority.
We then turned around and voted against
the same Committee.

Mr. President, I say this is an extraor-
dinary performance on the part of the
Senate. In my judgment, this Committee
will be unable to take any action during
the life of an existing contract. The pro-
posal, I believe, would prevent consid-
eration of all cases where contracts are
in effect. Even if the employees should
request the Committee the pending pro-
posal would prevent any action of the
Committee to correct what admittedly is
an injustice should a party to the con-
tract hold contrary views.

Mr. President, I believe we should be
consistent with our original position,
and if we are in favor of this Committee
we should give it a chance to function,

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I wish
to correct one statement of the Senator
from New York. He said that the Com-
mittee would be prevented from operat-
ing even if it were invited to do so. The
amendment provides that the Committee
cannot initiate any proceeding.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I still be-
lieve that in a case where one party to
the contract insisted on carrying out the
provisions of the contract the Committee
would be without jurisdiction.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote!

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from CGeor=
gia [Mr. Russerr]l. [Putting the ques-
tion.] The Chair is in doubt.

Mr. LUCAS. Mr, President, I ask for
the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and
the legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah (when his name
was called). I have a general pair with
the senior Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Bringes]. I transfer that pair to
the junior Senator from California [Mr.
DownEey], and will vote. I vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded,

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the
negative). Announcing the transfer of
my pair as on the previous vote, I will
allow my vote to stand.

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Washington [(Mr, Bonel and
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the Senator from Virginia [Mr, Grass]
are absent from the Senate because of
illness.

The Senators from Nevada [Mr. Mc-
Carrany and Mr, ScrucHAM] are absent
on official business.

The Senator from- Florida [Mr.
Anprewsl, the Senator from Arkansas
[Mrs. Caraway], the Senator from Een-
tucky [Mr. CHANDLER], the Senator from
Idaho [Mr. Crarx], the Senators from
Missouri [Mr. Crarx and Mr. TRUMAN],
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr,
GreeN], the Senator from Arizona [Mr.
Havpex], the Senator from Indiana [Mr,
Jaceson], the Senators from Maryland
[Mr. RapcLirFE and Mr. Typingsl, the
Senator from South Carolina [Mr,
Smrta], and the Senator from Montana
[Mr. WaEELER] are detained on public
business.

The Senators from North Carolina
[Mr. Barmey and Mr. Reynorps] and the
Senator from Texas [Mr. O'DanieL] are
necessarily absent.

The Senator from California [Mr.
DownEeY] is absent on official business for
the Senate.

I am advised that if present and voting,
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr,
GreeN], the Senator from California
[Mr, DownEY]l, and the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. La ForLLETTE] would vote
llnay.ll

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr,
SmitH] is paired with the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. Jacksoni; and the Sena-
tor from Florida [Mr, *ANpREWS] is
paired with the Senator from Nevada
[Mr. McCarran]. I am advised that if
present and voting, the Senator from
South Carolina and the Senator from
Florida would vote “yea”, and that the
Senator from Indiana and the Senator
from Nevada would vote “nay.”

I also announce that the Senator from
Virginia [Mr, Grass] has a general pair
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr.
AvusTIin]; and the Senator from Arizona
[Mr. Haypen] has a general pair with
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr,
N¥yEl,

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr, Brinces] has a general
pair with the Senator from Utah [Mr,
TroMAS],

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
N¥E] has a general pair with the Sena-
tor from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN].

The Senator from Delaware [Mr.
Buck] has a pair with the Senator from
Texas [Mr, O'DanIEL].

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Aus-
Tin] has a general pair with the Senator
from Virginia [Mr, Grass].

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tarrl, the
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Brooksl, the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr, LaNG-
Er], the Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr, Toseyl, the Senator from Idaho
[Mr. TaomAs], the Senator from Iowa
[Mr. Witson], the Senator from New
Jersey [Mr, Hawxkes], the Senator from
Oklahoma [Mr. Moorel, and the Sena-
tor from Connecticut [Mr, DANAHER] are
necessarily absent.

XC—396
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The result was announced—yeas 22,
nays 31, as follows:

: YEAS—22
Bankhead Gurney Reed
Bilbo Hil Revercomb
Butler Hoiman Russell
Byrd Johnson, Colo. Stewart
Connally MeClellan Wherry
Eastland McEellar White
Ellender Maybank
George Overton
NAYS—31
Atken Guffey Thomas, Okla,
Ball Hatch Thomaeas, Utah
Barkley Kilgore Tunnell
Brewster Lucas Vandenberg
Burton McFarland Wagner
Capper Maloney Wallgren
Chavez Mead Walsh, Mass,
Davis Murdock Walsh, N. J.
Ferguson Murray Willis
Gerry O'Mahoney
Gillette Pepper
NOT VOTING—43
Andrews Glass Robertson
Austin Green Scrugham
Balley Hawkes Bhipstead
Bone Hayden Smith
Bridges Jackson Taft
Brooks Johnson, Calif. Thomas, Idaho
Buck La Follette Tobey
Bushfield Langer Truman
Caraway MecCarran Tydings
Chandler Millikin Weeks
Clark, Idaho Moore ‘Wheeler
Clark, Mo. Nye Wiley
Cordon ‘O'Daniel Wiison
Danaher Radcliffe
Downey Reynolds
So Mr. RusseLL’s amendment was re-
jected.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I now
desire to call up an amendment which
I had printed a few days ago.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the amendment.

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 10, line
16, after the figures “$500,000™”, it is pro-
posed to insert a colon and the follow-
ing: “Provided, That not more than 25
percent of the part of this appropriation
which is used for the payment of com-
pensation for personal services shall be
used for the payment of compensation
of persons who are members of any race
comprising less than 15 percent of the
total population of the United States,
according to the 1940 census.”

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I do
not care to discuss the amendment. In
my remarks on Friday last relating to
the proposal before the Senate I pointed
out that under the order of the Presi-
dent, the agency involved was to go into
the Federal departments and see that
there was no discrimination in employ-
ment on account of race, color, creed, or
ancestry. In my opinion the Commit-
tee has been most suceessful in carrying
out the provision of the President’s
order.

It developed, however, that more than
two-thirds of the personnel of the agency
were Negroes. Certainly an agency
which was established to prevent dis-
crimination should not discriminate in
such a manner as that. The Negro pop-
ulation of the United States is slightly
less than 10 percent of the total, and, as
I stated, approximately 66 percent of the
employees of this agency are Negroes.
This amendment would allow 25 percent
Negroes, which is two and a half times
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the percentage of the Negro population
according to the last census.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Geor-
gia [Mr. RusseLLl,

Mr. RUSSELL. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and
the Legislative Clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. THOMAS of Utah (when his name
was called). I repeat the transfer of
my pair as on the last vote, and will vote,
I vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr, DAVIS. Ihave a general pair with
the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
CuanpLEr], which I transfer fo the senior
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tarrl, who
would vote as I am about to vote. I
am therefore free to vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen-
ator from Washington [Mr. Boxel and
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]
are absent from the Senate because of
illness.

The Senators from Nevada [Mr. Mc-
CarraN and Mr. ScrucHAM] are absent
on official business.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. An-
prews], the Senator from Arkansas [Mrs,
Caraway], the Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. CeanpLER], the Senator from Idaho
[Mr. Crark], the Senators from Missouri
[Mr. Crarg and Mr. TrRuman], the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. GREeN],
the Senator from Arizona [Mr. HaypEN],
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. JACK-
sox], the Senators from Maryland [Mr.
RapcrirFe and Mr. Typings], the Sena-
tor from South Carolina [Mr. SmiTEI,
and the Senator from Montana [Mr.
WaEELER], are detained on public busi-
ness. I am advised that if present and
voting, the Senator from Arkansas [Mrs.
Caraway] would vote “yea.”

The Senators from North Carolina
[Mr. BarLey and Mr. ReynoLps], the Sen-
ator from Iowa [Mr. GiLLeTTE], and the
Senator from Texas [Mr. O’'DanieL] are
necessarily absent. I am advised that
if present and voting, the Senator from
North Carolina [Mr. BaiLey] would vote
"yea.”

The Senator from California [Mr,
Downey] is absent on official business
for the Senate.

I am advised that if present and vot-
ing, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr.
Green], the Senator from California [Mr,
Downgy], and the Senator from Wiscon-
sin [Mr. La FoLierTE] would vote “nay.”

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
Smiti] is paired with the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. JacksoN]; and the Senator
from Florida [Mr, AnprEws] is paired
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Mc-
CarraN]l. I am advised that if present
and voting, the Senator from South Car-
olina and the Senator from Florida would
vote “yea,” and that the Senator from
Indiana and the Senator from Nevada
would vote “nay.”

I also announce that the Senator from
Virginia LMr, Grass] has a general pair
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr,
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Austin]; and the Senator from Arizona
[Mr. HaypEn] has a general pair with the
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Nyel.

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Bripges] has a
general pair with the Senator from Utah
[Mr. THOMAS].

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
NvE] has a general pair with the Senator
from Arizona [Mr. HavpeEN],

The Senator from Delaware [Mr.
Buck] has a pair with the Senator from
Texas [Mr. O'DANIEL].

The Senator from Vermont [Mr.
Avustin] has a general pair with the Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. Grassl.

I announce the necessary absence of
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tarrl, the
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Brooks], and
the BSenator from Connecticut [Mr.
Dawarrer], These Senators would vote
“nay."

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Lancer], the S:znator from New Hamp-
shire [Mr, Toeev], the Senator from
Idaho [Mr. THOMAS], the Senator from
Towa [Mr. WiLson]l, the Senator from
New Jersey [Mr. Hawxes], the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. Moorel, and the
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. ROBERTSON],
and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr,
WiLEY] are necessarily absent.

The result was announced—yeas 15,
nays 37, as follows:

YEAS—15
Bankhead Eastland McEellar
Bilbo Ellender Maybank
Eutler George Overton
Byrd Hil Russell
Connally McClellan Btewart

NAYS—37
Alken Hatch Thomas, Okla.
Ball Hoiman Thomas, Utah
Barkley Johnson, Colo. Tunnell
Brewster Kilgore Vandenberg
Burton Lucas Wagner
Capper McFarland Wallgren
Chavez Maloney ‘Walsh, Mass,
Cordon Mead Walsh, N. J,
Davis Murdock Weeks
Ferguson Murray Wherry
Gerry O'Mahoney ‘White
Guiffey Pepper
Gurney Revercomb

NOT VOTINC—44

Andrews Glass Reynolds
Austin Green Robertson
Balley Hawkes Scrugham
Bone Hayden Shipstead
Bridges Jackson Smith
Brooks Johnson, Callf, Taft
Buck La Follette Thomas, Idaho
Bushfield Langer Tobey
Caraway MeCarran T1 aman
Chandler Millikin Tydings
Clark, Idaho Moore Wheeler
Clark, Mo, Nye Wiley
Danaher O'Danlel Willis
Downey Radcliffe Wilson
Giliette Reed

S0 Mr. RusserLL’s amendment was re-
Jected.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I of-
fer the amendment which I send to the
desk and ask to have stated.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will
the Senator from South Carclina yield to
me for a moment?

Mr, MAYBANK. I yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. Only 52 BSenators
voted on the last yea-and-nay vote, That
is only two more than a quorum. I know

- how important it is that Senators be else-

where now and then, but I urge Senators
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to remain on the flcor in order that we
may conclude action on the pending leg-
islation before we recess today. Certainly
final action on the measure ought not to
go over until tomorrow, in view of the
legislative situation, and I am sure it will
not be a great hardship on Senators to
remain so that we shall not find our-
seives without a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment coffered by the Sznator from
South Carolina will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK, On page 10, line 16,
after “$500,000” it is proposed to insert
a colon and the following: “Provided,
That the Committee on Fair Employ-
ment Practice shall make a study of
wages payable in plants owned or oper-
ated by any department or agency of the
Government, and in the event it finds
there is any discrimination in wages paid
in such plants as between different sec-
tions or areas of the country, the com-
mittee shall so advise the departments or
agencies concerned and it shall there-
upon be the duty of such departments or
agencies to remove such discrimination
against any section or area.”

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I do
not think it is necessary to say anything

concerning the amendment. It speaks
for itself.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

question is on agreeing to the amendment
of the Senator from South Carolina.

Mr. MAYBANEK. Isuggestthe absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the
following Senators answered to their
names:

Alken Guffey Pepper

Ball - Gurney Reed
Bankhead Hatch Revercomb
Barkley. Hill Russell

Bilbo Holman Btewart
Brewster Johnson, Colo. Thomas, Okla,
Burton Kilgore Thomas, Utah
Butler Lucas Tunnell
Capper McClellan Vandenberg
Chavez MecFarland Wagner
Cordon McKellar ‘Wallgren
Davis Magaloney Walsh, Mass,
Eastland Maybank ‘Walsh, N. J.
Ellender Mead Weeks
Ferguson Murdock Wherry
George Murray White

Gerty O'Mahoney ‘Wiilis

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-
one Senators have answered to their
names. A quorum is present.

The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK].

Mr. MAYBANK. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and

the legislative clerk proceeded to call the
roll. .
Mr. THOMAS of Utah (when his name
was called). Repeating my announce-
ment on the last vote, I transfer my pair
with the Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. Brmoges] to the Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. DownNeEY] and will vote. I
vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the
negative). Announcing my general pair
with the junior Senator from EKentucky
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[Mr. CuarorEr], I transfer that pair to
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
Wiey]l, and allow my vote to stand.

Mr, HILL., I announce that the Sen-
ator from Washington [Mr. BoNel and
the Senator from Virginia [Mr, Grassl
are absent from the Senate because of
illness.

The Senator from California [Mr.
Dowwney] is absent on oificial business
for the Sznate.

The Senator from Florida [Mr, AN-
DpREWS], the Senator from Arkansas [Mrs.
Caraway], the Senator from Eentucky
[Mr. CHANDLER], fhe Senator from Idaho
[Mr, Crark], the Senators from Missouri
[Mr. Crarxg and Mr. Troman], the Sen-
ator from Rhode Island [Mr. Gregn], the
Senator from Arizona [Mr. HaypEn], the
Senator from Indiana [Mr. JacksoN], the
Senators from Maryland [Mr. RADCLIFFE
and Mr., Typines], the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr. Smite], and the
Senator from Montana [Mr, WHEELER]
are detained on public business.

The Senators from Nevada [Mr. Mc-
Carran and Mr. ScrucEAM] are absent on
official business,

The Senators from North Carolina
[Mr. Bamrey and Mr. REy¥norpsl, the
Senator from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE], and
the Senator from Texas [Mr. O'DaANIEL]
are necessarily absent,

Mr. WHERRY. The Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Bripges] has a
general pair with the Senator from Utah
[Mr. THOMAS].

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
NvEe] has a general pair with the Senator
from Arizona [Mr. HAFDEN].

The Senator from Delaware [Mr.
Buck] has a pair with the Senator from
Texas [Mr. O'DanIeL],

The Senator from Vermont [Mr.
AvusTiN] has a general pair with the Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. Grass]l.

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tarrl,
the Senator from Illinois [Mr, Brooxs],
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
Danager], the Senator from North
Dakota [Mr, Lancer], the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr, ToBey], the Sena-
tor from Idaho [Mr, Taomas], the Sen-
ator from Iowa [Mr, WiLson], the Sen-
ator from New Jersey [Mr. Hawxkes], the
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Moogrgl,
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. ROBERT
son], and the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. WiLEY] are necessarily absent,

The result was announced—yeas 17,
nays, 34, as follows:

YEAS—17
Bilbo Hin Murdock
Chavez Kilgore Murray
Eastland McClellan Pepper
Eliencer McFarland Russell
George McEKellar Stewart
Hatch Maybank

NAYS—34
Alken Guffey Tunnell
Ball Gurney Vandenberg
Bankhead Holman Wagner
Barkley Johnson, Colo, Wallgren
Brewster Lucas Walsh, Mass,
Burton Maloney Walsh, N. J.
Butler Mead Weeks
Capper O'Mahoney Wherry
Cordon Reed ‘White
Davis %vercomgm Willis

omas, a.
gﬁ;m Thomas, Utah



NOT VOTING—45

Andrews Downey Overton
Austin Glllette Radcliffe
;Balley Glass Reynolds
Bone Green Eobertson
Bridges Hawkes Scrugham
Brooks Hayden Bhipstead
Buck Jackson Smith
Bushfield Johnson, Callf, Taft
Byrd La Follette Thomas, Idaho
Caraway Langer Tobey
Chandler MecCarran
Clark, Idaho  Millikin Tydings
Clark, Mo Moora Wheeler
Connally Nye Wiley
Dansaher O'Daniel Wilson

So Mr. MAYBANK's amendment was re-
Jected.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, I
offer the amendment, which I send to the
desk and ask to have stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be stated.

The CHier CLERK. On page 29, after
line 19, it is proposed to insert:
COMMITTEE FOR CONGESTED PRODUCTION AREAS

Balaries and expenses: For all expenses
necessary to enable the Committes for Con-
gested Production Areas to carry out the
functions vested in it by Executive Order
9327, including travel expenses (not to ex-
ceed $48,000); printing and Li.ding (not to
exceed $2,5600); purchase of newspapers and
periodicals (not to exceed $600); the em-
ployment of State, county, or municipal of-
ficials and employees, with or without coms=
pensation; and the temporary employment
of persons or organizations, by contract or
otherwise, without regard to section 3709 ot
the Revised Statutes and the civil service
and classification laws (not® to exceed
$15,000); $669,000.

Mr. RUSSELL., Mr. President, the .

amendment offered by the distinguished
senior Senator from Michigan is not yet
in order. We have not concluded action
on the section which is now pending, as I
understand.

Mr. VANDENBERG. I made inquiry
at the desk and was advised that my
amendment is in order.

Mr. RUSSELL., I did not make any
point of order against it. I merely un-
derstood that consideration of the
amendments in the section now before
the Senate had not been concluded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair understands that all the commit-
tee amendments have been disposed of,
except for the one which was reconsid-
ered. So the amendment of the Senafor
from Michigan is in order.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will
the distinguished senior Senator from
Michigan yield to me for a moment?

Mr, VANDENBERG. For what pur-
pose?

Mr. MAYBANK. For the purpose of
first suggesting that I am in thorough
agreement with the amendment of the
Senator from Michigan, and I am glad he
offered it. But there are pending two
amendments which I have had printed
and which have been on the desks of
Senators for 3 days. I am certain the
Senator from Michigan would not obh-
ject to having me call up one of those
amendments. One of them is gimilar to
the amendment of the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. RusseLri, which was re-
jected by a vote of 22 to 31. And, of
course, I shall not request that it be con-
sidered. But the other relates to volun-
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"Kerar] to take it to conference for con-

teer workers. I shall ask that it be con-
sidered.

Mr, VANDENBERG., Mr. President,
I am sure the Senator will not object to
having my amendment considered at
this time, because it relates to the same
matter,

Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr. President, a
point of order. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator will state it,

Mr. McCLELLAN. If we now proceed
to consideration of the amendment of
the Senator from Michigan, which is not
applicable to the section we have been
considering, then that section of the bill
is open to further amendment; is it not?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
paragraph relating to F. E. P. C. will be
open- to further amendment.

Mr. McCLELLAN, The paragraph we
have been considering will be open to
further amendment, after the amend-
ment of the Senafor from Michigan has
been disposed of; will it not?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is
correct.

Mr, VANDENBERG. Mr. President,
the Committee for Congested Production
Areas was organized in April 1943 to
assist communities in which the influx
of war workers had created innumerable
problems. The Commiftee has finished
its labors in several of the congested
areas in which the problem has ceased to
exist. But the problem still exists, em-
phatically exists, and exists to such a
degree that the continued service of the
Committee for Congested Production
Areas is absolutely indispensable in 13
congested war production centers, name-
ly, Seattle, Wash.: Portland, Oreg.; San
Francisco, Calif., Los Angeles, Calif., San
Diego, Calif.; Beaumont, Tex.; Mobile,
Ala.; Key West, Fla.; Charleston, 8. C.;
Enoxville, Tenn.; Muskegon, Mich., De-
troit, Mich., at Willow Run; and Hamp=
ton, near Norfolk, Va. I think the tes-
timony as to each of those congested
areas is universal that it is absolutely in-
dispensable to war production that the
work of the Committee for Congested
Production Areas shall proceed at those
points, I know nothing about the suffi-
ciency of the funds which are suggested.
I make no pretense of having any infor-
mation that the amount which is sought
to be appropriated is the correct amount,
except that it is the amount of the
Budget estimate,

I am simply urgently requesting that
the matter go to conference. I shall be
completely content with any decision the
conference makes after it confronts the
facts. The trouble is that the case has
not had an adequate hearing either in
the House or in the Senate. In the Sen-
ate, in particular, I think there is a
total lack of information. I think the
members of the Appropriations Commit-
tee would be the first ones to concede
that there is a total lack of informa-
tion regarding this utterly indispensable
function.

Therefore, Mr. President, I have of-
fered the amendment in the form which
I understand is recommended by the
Bureau of the Budget, and I am asking
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr, Mc-
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clusive consideration thera, because I
am totally confident he will find that the
amendment is necessary to the war ef-
fort beyond any peradventure.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, let
me say to the Senator that in the com-
mittee——

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me?

Mr. McKELLAR. Iyield.

Mr. REED. Before the Senator from
Tennessee commits himself, I desire fo
make a suggestion or two.

Mr, McKELLAR. Certainly.

Mr. REED. The Senator from Mich-
igan has made a powerful appeal in the
absence of all information. As a mat-
ter of fact, there was nothing before the
Appropriations Committee which car-
ried any conviction that this appropria-
tion was necessary in any way. The
requested appropriation is not unlike
half a dozen other matters of the same
kind. The Secretary of Labor appeared
before the committee and requested an
appropriation of $551,000 for a purpose
not totally different from that contem-
plated by the amendment of the Senator
from Michigan. That occurred half a
dozen times. The Appropriations Com-
mittee turned down all such requests.

There was no information before the
committee which would justify this ap-
propriation in any degree. If the Sen-
ator from Tennessee, who is indefati-
gable in the discharge of his duties as
acting chairman of the Appropriations
Committee—and I agree with the Sen-
ator from Michigan in his statement to
that effect the other day—wishes to take
the matter to conference, I have no ob-
jection. But at the same time it should
be pointed out that the conferees will
give the matter very close examination,
so as to determine whether there is any
gecemty for the requested appropria-

on,

Mr, VANDENBERG. Mr, President, if
the Senator from Kansas will permit me
to say so, I completely disagree with the
statement he made in respect to the
presentation of the evidence to the com-
mittee in the first place, because I think
an adequate statement was made. But
if it was not made, I am prepared to call
to their feet, on the floor of the Senafe,
Senators from every one of the 13 com-
munities, to have them assert that it is
indispensable to the war effort thaf this
activity should proceed. I do not re-
tract that statement in any single phase.

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. VANDENBERG, I yield.

Mr. HOLMAN. In substantiation of
the statement of the Senator from Mich-
igan, let me say that I have received
from Portland, Oreg., a number of tele-
grams to the seme effect as that indi-
cated by the Senator from Michigan.

Mr, WHITE, Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. VANDENEERG. Iyield.

Mr. WHITE. I have the impression,
and I ask whether it is a fact, that a sub-
committee of the House Commitiee on
Naval Affairs gave very thoughtful con-
sideration to this matter and to related
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subjects. I recall that one of the Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives
talked to me at some length, and very
earnestly, in behalf of such a proposal as
the one the Senator from Michigan has
advanced. However, I have no knowl-
edge beyond that.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. VANDENBERG. 1 yield.

Mr. REED. I do not wish to be under-
stood as undertaking to assert that there
is no congestion in any of those areas.
As a matter of fact, there is congestion
in a number of areas. If we are going
to consider the influx of war workers as
related to the size of the community, I
should point out that my own home town
in Kansas would furnish a shining illus-
tration of that situation. At one time
the war workers engaged in construction
projects there were almost equal to the
normal population of the town.

What I say is that there are a number

of agencies which have been set up either
by Executive order or by action of the
- departments to take care of these in-
tangible, elusive, mysterious, and more
or less nebulous coordinations of the var-
ious war efforts, So far as I know, all
of them get at least formal support from
the departments concerned with their
production, and generally without very
much knowledge on the part of the de-
partmental officials as to the work they
actually do.
. Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President,
there is nothing intangible and nothing
elusive about the work done by this Com-
mittee in the area with which I am
familiar. The city of Muskegon, Mich.,
which is the soufce of my particular in-
terest in the matter at the moment, has
received $40,000,000. of new war contracts
within the last 3 months. Of necessity
the work is concentrated at that point,
and it is a very serious question whether
the work can continue successfully un-
less there be a substantial and effective
coordination of uncoordinated municipal
efforts at the moment at that particular
Jpoint, and a coordination of many gov-
ernmental agencies serving the situation.
Representatives of the city of Muskegon
testify to me that in respect to these con-
tracts it is indispensable to the war effort
that the work of the Committee for Con-
gested Production Areas at that point, at
least, shall continue. There is nothing
_elusive about it, and there is nothing
which does not challenge the approval of
constructive thought.

Mr., McKELLAR. Mr. President, the
only testimony which was brought be-
fore the committee about this matter was
the testimony of Mr. Corrington Gill.
The subcommittee, by a divided vote, re-
jected the proposal, and when it reached
the full committee it was rejected by an-
other divided vote. The President has
written a letter calling attention to the
same facts to which the Senator from
Michigan has adverted. For that reason
I see no objection to taking the amend-
ment to conference, and we will give it
the best consideration we can give it
under the facts in our possesison.
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Mr, VANDENBERG. That is all I can
ask of the Senator, and that is what I am
asking.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Mich-
igan [Mr, VANDENBERG].

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, there
is an amendment on page 14, in line 24,
which was heretofore reconsidered. At
the time I got the Senate to reconsider
the vote on the amendment on June 15
I placed in the REcorb a joint letter from
the Secretary of the Navy and the Secre-
tary of War urging the restoration of the
appropriation, not to the figures in the
House provision, but to the Budget esti-
mate, which amounted to $15,596.000.
That amount represenis a little more
than a million dollars in excess of the
amount carried by the amendment, but
it does not represent any increase in em-
ployment.

The reason for needing more money
for the coming fiscal year, without any
increase in personnel, is that the work of
the National War Labor Board entails
more overtime, for which the Board is
obligated to pay. When overtime is dis-
regarded, the amount asked for is less
than is available for the current year.
The letter from the Secretary of the Navy
and the Secretary of War—and I also
have a letter from Mr. Davis, Chairman
of the National War Labor Board—asked
for $15.596,000, which is only sufficient
to enable the agency to preserve its pres-
ent personnel and pay overtime, which it
will be required to pay this year in an
amount which is greater than that paid
last year because of conditions which
then existed.

I have conferred with the Senator from
Tennessee, the acting chairman of the
committee, and I therefore move, on page
14, line 24, to strike out the figures “$14,-
437,200 and insert in lieu thereof “$15,-
250,000.” That is a little more than
$300,000 less than the Board, the War
Department, and the Navy Department
feel will be necessary for this year, but in
view of the action of the House and the
committee I hope the Senator from Ten-
nessee will agree to the amendment.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, this
matter was not considered in the com-
mittee on the basis referred to by the
Senator from EKentucky, but it was con-
sidered on the basis of an increase to 2,543
in the number of employees this year over
last year. As I read from the report of
the Budget Bureau the number of em-
ployees last year was 2,240, and now the
number is 2,543, or an increase of approx-
imately 300 employees. The Senator will
find that that is the reason why an in-
creased appropriation is requested.

Mr. BARELEY. I have a letter from
Mr. Davis, the Chairman of the National
War Labor Board, which I shall not take
time to read, which breaks down the
amount of the appropriation recom-
mended by the Bureau of the Budget.
Later I shall ask to have the letter print-
ed in the Recorp as a part of my remarks,
for the benefit of the conferees. The
letter states that the requested increase
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in funds is not because of an increase in
the number of persons employed, but
because of an increase in the amount of
overtime necessary to be paid due to the
longer hours which the present personnel
will work,

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, the
increase of approximately a million dol-
lars will hardly pay for 300 extra em-
ployees. I wish the Senator would re-
duce the amount to $15,000,000.

Mr. BARELEY. I hope the Senator
will accept my amendment, The differ-
ence between $15,000,000 and $15,250,000
is rather inconsequential.

Mr. McKELLAR. I know it is, but I
would not want to give the Senator any
encouragement as to what the confer-
ence will do, and therefore I think it
would be better to compromise the whole
thing here, without taking it to confer-
ence. If the Senator insists upon it, I
shall take it to conference under those
circumstances.

Mr. BARKLEY. I hope the Senator
will take it to conference and do the
best he can with it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Kentucky to
the committee amendment on page 14,
line 24.

The amendment to the amendment
was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was
agreed to.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the letter from
the Chairman of the National War Labor
Board, to which I previously made refer-
ence, be printed in the Recorp af this
point as a part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

 NatronaL War LaBor BoArp,
Washington, D, C., June 15, 1944,
Hon, ALBEN W. BARKLEY,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

My Dgar SenaTOR BArRgLEY: This after-
noon you were asked by Senator GEORGE on
the floor of the Senate about the National
War Labor Board's request for additional
funds for the fiscal year 1945 appropriation,
in view of the fact that the Board does not
propose to increase its present level of per-
sonnel during the coming fiscal year., I
would like to supply you with the pertinent
information regarding this inquiry.

The National War Labor Board requested
Congress to appropriate $15,596,000 for the
fiscal year 1945. Of this amount, $1,004 883
was requested to cover overtime payments
required by law. For the fiscal year 1944
Congress appropriated $14,437.300 for the
Board's operations. Of this amount, only
$346,000 was appropriated for overtime pay-
ments. Actually, the Board's overtime pay-
ments for the fiscal year 1944 exceeded

. $346,000, but the Board was able to absorb

the difference in view of the fact that the
Board was not able to recruit personnel,
because of the tight labor market, up to the
authorized number until several months
after the beginning of the fiscal year. How-
ever, we are now fully recruited and could
not, during the coming fiscal year, absorb
overtime payments from lapsed funds on the
same basis as last year.

This can be explained in the following

Congress appropriated for 1044, $14,437,300,
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This Inecluded the following amount for
overtime payments, $346,000.

The rest of the overtime payments which
the Board was obligated by law to pay was
absorbed from lapsed funds for personnel we
were not able to recruit at the beginning of
the fiscal year.

This year we requested Congress to appro-
priate §15,596,000.

This i{s designed to include the following
sum for overtime payments, $1,004,883.

Thus, the actual amount requested for
1945, less overtime, is $13,691,117.

This sum is to be compared with the fol-
lowing sum which was appropriated last
year, not including overtime, $14,091,300.

In other words, our request for this year
is less by the following amount than appro-
priated last, with overtime payments ex-
cluded, $400,183.

This fact was pointed out by me at the
hearing before the House Appropriations
Committee. The  pertinent testimony,
which appears on page 236 of the transcript
of hearings before the House Appropriations
Committee, was as follows:

“Mr. Davis. Yes, sir; I would be glad to
do those things. I would like to say that
approximately 2,000,000 of this $15,586,000 is
for the purpose of overtime payments which
we did not have to make last year, and which
by act of Congress we have to make this year,
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One million nine hundred and four thous-
and eight hundred and eighty-three dollars
is for the overtime payments.,

“The, CHAIRMAN. You were given $346,000.
Now, you absorbed the difference, did you?

“Mr. Davis. Yes, cir; that 1s right.

“The CrammaN. And you will make every
effort to absorb as much of it as possible this
year, I take it?

“Mr. Davis. Yes, sir; that is right, but actu-
ally, taking into account that approximately
$2,000,000 for overtime payments, our appro-
priation, the net appropriation of $13,700,000
is less than we had last year applicable to our
actual running expenses, aside from over-
time. Do you see what I mean? We are
asking here for a total really of $13,700,000
in comparison with last year when we asked
for $14,091,000. That is almost exactly
$500,000 less.”

In addition, you were asked on the floor
of the Senate for the break-down for the
$15,506,000 which the National War Labor
Board requested in 19045. The transcript of
hearings before the House subcommittee of
the Committee on Appropriations, page 293,
includes the enclosed table which contains
the necessary information,

Yours sincerely,
‘Wirrianm H, Davis,
Chairman.

Number
of em-
ployees
850
Mar, 15

Estimated | Proposed

obligations,| num of

fiscal year | employees,
1044 1945

Cumula-
tive obli-
gations as
of Mar. 31

Estimated
expenses,
1645

Persona. services:

9 |1§4,533, 214 |1 7 13
4 i’:; Atnd g = 2,369 {1 § s ot i6 2,337 3?, 6,'680
ravel... ... 688, 665
Transportation of things.......... 3, 698
Communication servicas 186, 050
Rents and utility services. . ;. 320,170
Printing and binding. E 27,
Miscelloneous contractualservices. 1 162, 618
Snp?lies and materials. . 133,318
Equipment 62, 670
Specia projects. 4,226,773
Total 11, 187, 84
Overtime.__....._..ooeanicanens
Additional pay for foreign services 2 SRl I 1%
Total, departmental and R B 2,860 | 11,187, 684 | 14, 437, 300 2,337 | 15, 596, 000

1 Includes overtime.

Excerpt from hearings before the Subcommitiee on Appropriations, House of Representatives, Tuesday, Mar_

%8, 1044, p. 263,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
is before the Senate and open to further
amendment.

Mr. MAYBANEK. Mr. President, I
offer the amendment which I send to the
desk and ask to have stated.

Mr. President, I should like to say with
reference to the amendment that I do
not think the people should be working
for the Government unless they are on
the pay roll ard unless they take an oath
of office. It is not my purpose to ask for
a year-and-nay vote, but I ask the Chair
to put the question.

Mr. BARKLEY. Does the Senator’s
amendment mean that if there is some-
one, either now in this agency, or who
might be willing to serve it without com-
pensation, he would be denied the oppor-
tunity of doing so?

Mr, MAYBANK. That is correct, in-
sofar as looking into and bringing cases
against private business or Government
agencies is concerned. Very frankly, I
believe that the compensation could be
small, it might be only a few dollars, so
long as the oath of office is taken,

Mr. BARKLEY, One of the glories of
the conduct of the American people in
this war is that in all branches of the
service so many persons have been will-
ing to render service to the Government
without pay.

Mr., MAYBANK. To that I thor-
oughly agree.

Mr. BARKLEY, That applies to the
ration boards, to the O. P. A, to the
Selective Service, to many departments
of the Government which are engaged
in war activities, and it is one of the
things which I think is to the credit of
the American people. When the war is
over, and we ascertain the number of
people who have been willing to do the
best they could, and render service with-
out compensation, it will be a very
creditable and to some extent an amaz-
ing record.

Mr. MAYBANK. If the distinguished
majority leader will yield to me on that
point, I thoroughly agree with him, and
I am happy the Senator brought out that
point. My mind goes back to the great
work the Senate of the United States did
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in preparing this country for war. The
Senator mentioned the Selective Service.
A law was passed suggesting that the
governors of the States appoint, and sub-
mit in a constitutional manner to the
President of the United States, the names
of those to serve on the draft boards, the
names of doctors, the names of all who
would have to do with the proceedings
and activities of the hoards.

Likewise under the O, P, A, regula-
tions, the governors of the States were
asked to suggest defense counsel. They
were constitutionally appointed. They
were appointed by the governors of the
States, or by the President of the United
States, upon the recommendation of one
or the other. I am happy that in my
short span of life I have been associated
with so many volunteers, not only those
who volunteered on the ration boards,
but others.

When the Congress of the United
States by the law it passed asked the
governors of the States to submit to the
President not only the names of fhose
to serve on the Selective Service boards,
hut the names of those who volunteered
in war work, the governors did so. I
thoroughly agree with the distinguished
Senator from EKentucky. I had no idea
of suggesting an amendment which
would in any way reflect on the service
to this country in time of war of any
individual, and I know that the majority
leader did not mean to infer that my
amendment would do that.

Mr. BARKLEY., Of course, I did not
mean that. The point is, why deny
people, who are willing an opportunity to
serve in connection with the committee
now under discussion, any American who
is willing to serve without compensation,
when we are not taking such action as to
any other activity?

Mr. MAYBANK. Very frankly, the
general police powers of this country and
of any State, as the Senator knows, are
entirely different from those affecting vol-
unteers on ration boards or in the selec=
tive service. 'While I am not asking for
a yea and nay vote, I am conscientious
in believing that the United States Gov-
ernment has sufficient money to pay those
who are supposed to go around and look
into complaints of some businessman, or
someone else.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from South
Carolina.

Mr. MAYBANK. One moment, Mr.
President. The majority leader brought
up the subject of the volunteer work
being done by the people of this coun-
try, and I am happy he did so. I want to
have the record clear. My thought in
connection with this is that where in-
vestigations under this Committee with
police power are ordered, a committee for
which $500,000 is appropriated, they
should be undertaken by paid workers or
those who have taken the cath of office,
We need volunteers to assist in the war
effort, but to turn the police powers of
the Government of the United States over
to individuals who have not taken the
oath of office, and who are responsible to
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no one except some member of the Fair
Employment Practice Committee who
may appoint them, is a mistake.

Mr, BARKLEY, I do not wish to delay
a vote. I merely raised the question be-
cause it seems to me a little unusual that,
inasmuch as in all the other agencies, the
people are permitted to render service
without charging for it, we should make it
impossible for anyone to render service
in connection with the agency under dis-
cussion without paying them.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
guestion is on agreeing to the amendment
of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr,
Maveank]l. [Putting the question.]

Mr. EASTLAND. I ask for a division.

On a division, the amendment was re-
jected.

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I may move to
reconsider the vote by which an item was
agreed to, and I should like leave to make
a brief explanation. It pertains to the
appropriation for Federal and State co-
operation through the Office of Civilian
Defense.

The House of Representatives reduced

the appropriation for the Office of Civil-
ian Defense from $4,700,000 for the year
1944 to $1,000,000 for the year 1945.
However, the House committee stated in
its report, on page 11, as follows:
" In making the decrease of $139,000 in the
Budget estimates, the committee feels that
it has provided the irreducible minimum for
a Federal program of leadership in civilian
defense considering the lessened danger of
attack, but viewing the home-front activi«
ties which are carried on by State and local
councils and thelr contribution to the war
effort. All danger of coastal attack of some
character is not definitely past, and those re-
gions are entitled to and should continue to
receive attention,

Mr. President, as I have said, in this
item the House of Representatives pro-
vided $538,500 for the Federal-State co-
operation program for civilian defense.
That is a part of the civilian-defense ac-
tivity in which the volunteer work of all
citizens is coordinated through State and
local councils by the Federal Govern-
ment, through the Office of Civilian De-
fense.

As I have said, the House of Repre-
sentatives cut $100,000 from a Budget
estimate of $638,000, but the House com-
mittee said, in making the cut, that that
was, in its opinion, the irreducible mini-
mum, in fairness to the public interest
being served by this agency.

The Senate Committee on Appropria-
tions tock action, which has been rati-
fied already by the Senate, cutting an-
other 25 percent off the appropriation,
bringing it down to $403,000. I know

that the cfiicials of the Civilian Defense °

Agency, and persons from several States,
have contacted a number of Senators,
and it is felt that a grave injustice will
be done to this volunteer program, which
embraces 11,600 local councils and 11,-
000,000 citizen volunteers work-ing
through the program.

So. Mr. President, I ask Unanimous
consent that the Senate reconsider the
vote by which the figure $403,875, which
is the commiitee amendment was agreed
to, on page 9, line 18, of the pending
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bill, so that we may have a vote, not a
record vote, but a vote, on whether the
Senate would like to concur in the House
item, which the House said provided the
irreducible minimum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Florida?

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I
shall not object to the Senator’s request
to reconsider the vote, but I appeal to
the Senate in this matter not to vote
these sums back into this appropriation
bill,

The House allowed a million dollars, in
all, for the Office of Civilian Defense.
We all know what that is. There is not
one one-thousandth of the danger there
was when this organization was started.
We have gradually reduced the appro-
priation from year to year, as the dan-
ger has passed. At present we are not
doing much more than keeping the skele-
ton of the organization, and retaining
some people in office. The committee
thought a reduction from a million dol-
lars to $750,000 was a very modest cut.

I do not think there was a member of
the committee who did not agree respect-
ing the several amendments aggregating
$250,000. I am willing that the Senator
from Florida shall have unanimous con-
sent to reconsider the vote by which the
committee amendment was acopted, but
when a vote is taken on the question I
beseech the Senate not to provide for
$250,000 additional to be spent absolutely
uselessly. Asa matter of fact, I think the
amount of $750,000 provided for the Office
of Civilian Defense is too much.

Mr. REED. It is too much; yes.

Mr. McKELLAR. But if there is any
evidence that can be brought forth to
justify that amount it can be brought to
the attention of the conferees.

Mr. REED. Mr. Prmdent will the
Senator yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield.

- Mr. REED. I jein with the Senator
from Tennessee in the statement he Las
just made.. :

Mr. McEKELLAR. I thank the Senator.

Mr. REED., Of course, as a matter of
courtesy to the Senator from Florida, if
he wants a reconsideration of the vote by
which the amendment was agreed to, it
should be granted him., There is nothing
left of the O. C. D. except a glorified boon-
doggling proposition. Instead of giving
the O. C. D. $750,000 we ought to cut it
down to $250,000 and tell them to wind
up their work quickly. The country is
no longer in danger of invasion. We no
longer need black-outs. The O.C.D. was
overexpanded to begin with, even at a
time when there was an element of dan-
ger, which has now disappeared. It is
now silly to continue these appropria-
tions when there is no need for them. I
believe a further cut should be made in
the appropriation instead of stopping
with the moderate cut which has been
made.

Mr, McKELLAR. I agree with the

Senator from Kansas thoroughly,

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous  consent that the vote by
which the committee amendment on
page 9, line 18, to strike out “$538,000”
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and to insert “$403,875" was agreed to, be
reconsidered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
the vote by which the committee amend-
ment was agreed to is reconsidered.

The question now is on agreeing to the
committee amendment,

Mr. PEPPER. Mr, President, I should
like to say a word now in opposition to
the commitiee amendment, I wish to
thank all Senators, and especially the
able Senator from Tennessee, for his
courtesy, The able Senator is in error,
however, when he says that I am asking
that the appropriation be increased by
$250,000. I only wish to restore the
House appropriation respecting the Fed-
eral-State cooperative program, and not
to restore even to the House item that
part of the appropriation dealing with
the preservation of property. There was
a cut of about $39,000 by the Senate com-
mittee respecting the preservation of the
Federal property owned by the O. C. D,
but we will let that pass, I address
myself only to the substitution of the
House figure of $538,500 on page 9, line
18, for the Senate figure of $403,875.

Mr. McKELLAR. 1Is that the only
item respecting which the Senator asks
for a reconsideration of the vote?

Mr. PEPPER. That is all,

Mr. McEELLAR. Exactly the same
situation applies to this item that ap-
plied to other amendments, .The House

-figure ought not to be allowed. The

amount of $403,875 which the Senate

--committee allowed is more than sufficient

to do the work, and I hope the Senate
will vote down the proposed amendment
of the Senator from Florida.

Mr. BARKLEY. M. President, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The Sen-
ator will state it.

Mr. BARKLEY. The vote by which
the amendment was agreed to having
been reconsidered, the matter is now be-
fore the Senate, as I understand, in the
form in which it came from the Senate
Committee on Appropriations. - The
committee amendment reduced the ap-
propriation. Therefore the vote is on the
committee amendment, and there is no
amendment being offered to it, as I un-
derstand.

Mr. McKELLAR. Then, if that be the
case, I move the adoption, if I may, of
the amendment as reported by the Senate
committee, of $403,875. Those who be-
lieve the Senate committee was correct
in presenting that figure will vote “yea.”
I hope the majority of the Senate, if not
all Members present, will vote “yea.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the committee
amendment on page 9, line 18, to strike
out “$538,500" and insert “$403,875.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
is open to further amendment. If there
be no further amendment to be offered,
the question is on the engrossment of
the amendments and the third reading of
the bill.

The amendments were ordered to be
engrossed and the bill to be read a third
time.

The bill was read the third time.
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Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr. President, I
merely wish to make this statement. The
hour is late. A good many Senators
have already left the Chamber. I as-
sume we will be unable to ebtain a yea-
and-nay vote on the final passage of the
bilk

Mr, President, I favor all the appro-
priations contained in the bill except the
one for the eontinuation of the F. E. P. C,
I cannot vote for the bill with that ap-
propriation in it. I wish the REecorp to
show that I still oppose the appropria-
tion for the F. E. P. C,, and shall vote
accordingly.

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President,Iwant
the Recorp to show that I favor all the
appropriations contained in the bill ex-
cept the appropriation for F. E.P.C., and,
therefore, because that appropriation is
now in the bill, I shall vote against the
entire bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is, Shall the bill pass?

The bill (H. R, 4879) was passed.

Mr, McEELLAR. Imove that the Sen-
ate insist upon its amendments, request
a conference with the House thereon, and
that the Chair appoint the conferees on
the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. McKEL~
LAR, Mr. GLAss, Mr. HAYpEN, Mr. TYpINGS,
Mr. RusseLL, Mr. NYE, Mr. HorLmaN, and
Mr. BrooKs conferees on the part of the
Senate,

EXTENSION OF EMERGENCY PRICE CON-
TROL AND STABILIZATION ACTS—AU-
THORITY TO FILE CONFERENCE REFORT

Mr. WAGNER. Mr, President, the con-
ferees have agreed upon a report to be
made as a result of the conference on the
bill (8. 1764) to amend the Emergency
Price Control Act of 1942, as amended,
and the Stabilization Act of October 2,
1942, as amended, and for other purposes.
The report probably will not be ready for
another hour or two, and I ask unani-
mous consent that I may file the report
during the recess between now and to-
mMorrow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered.

[Mr. WAGNER subsequently submit-
ted the conference report on the bill
(S. 1764) to amend the Emergency Price
Control Act of 1942, as amended, and the
Stabilization Act of October 2, 1942, as
amended, and for other purposes. For
conference report -see p. 6420 of the
Recorp of the House proceedings.]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE AFPRO-
PRIATIONS—CONFERENCE REFPORT

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma obtained
the floor.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, if the
Senator from Oklahoma does not object
I should like to dispose of the conference
report on the agricultural appropriation
bill. I do not think it will take more
than 2 or 3 minutes.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield
for that purpose.

Mr, RUSSELL submitted the following
report:

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
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amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
4443) “making appropriations for the De-
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1945, and for other pur=
poses,” having met, after full and free con-
ference, have agreed to recommend and do
recommend to their respeetive Houses as
follows:

That the Senate recede from its amend-
ments numbered 22, 24, 33, 37, §0, 51, 54, 55,
57, 67, and 69.

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendments of the Senate num=-
bered 1, 2, 3, 8, 18, 19, 20, 31, 23, 28, 29,
34, 35, 36, 38, 42, 44, 45, 47, 56, 58, 64, and
68, and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 4: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the sum proposed by sald amend-
ment insert “$2,160,652"; and the Senate
agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 68: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment ot the Senate numbered 6, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend-
ment insert “§23756,286"; and the B:anate
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 15: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted
by said amendment, insert the following:
“Provided, That the cost of erecting any one
building, except head houses connecting
greenhcuses, shall not exceed $2,500, and the
cost of alterations to any one building shall
not exceed $500 or 2 per centum of the ccst
of the bullding as certified by the Secretary,
whichever is greater, but in no event to ex-
ceed $2,500"; and the Benate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 16: That the
House recede from Its disagreement to the
amendment of the Senate numberea 16, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as
follows: In lieu of the sum proposed by said
amendment insert: “$353,638"; and the Sen-
ate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 26: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree
to the same with an amendment as follows:
In lien of the sum proposed by sald amend-
ment insert: “$25,000"; and the Senate agree
to the same.

Amendment numbered 30: That the
House recede from its disagreement to the
amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and
agree to the same with an amendment, as
follows: In Heu of the sum proposed by sald
amendment insert: *§851.611; and the
Benate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 32: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment, of the Senate numbered 32, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the sum precposed by sald amend-
ment insert: "“$500,348"; and the Senate agree
to the same.

Amendment numbered 39: That the House
recede from Its disagreement fo the amend-
ment of the S¢nate numbered 39, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the sum proposed by sald amend-
ment insert: “$71.000"; and the Senate agree
to the same.

Amendment numbered 46: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the S8enate numbered 46, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In leu of the matter proposed to be Inserted
by said amendment, insert the following:
“Provided further, That no part of this ap-
propriation shall be used for agricultural
wage stabilization with respect to any com-
modity unless a majority of the producers of
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such commodity within the area affected
have requested the intervention of the Ad-
ministrator of the War Food Administra-
tion"; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment ntmbered 49: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted by said amendment insert the follow-
ing: “(or in the case of perishable fruits
and vegetables if there is danger of deteriora-
tion or of accumulation of stocks)’; and the
Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 61: That the House -
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend-
ment insert: “§350,000”; and the Senate agree
to the same.

Amendment numbered 62: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 62, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
Restore the matter stricken out by said
amendment amended to read as follows:
“: Provided further, That in the State of
Missouri where the State has established a
central State agency authorized to enter into
agreements with the United States or any of
its agencies on policles and general programs
for the saving of its soil by the extension of
Federal ald to any soil conservation district
in such State, the agreements made by or on
Behalf of the United States with any such
8ol eonservation district shall have the prior
approval of such central State agency before
they shall become effective es to such dis-
triet”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 70: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 70, and agree
to the same with an emendment, as follows:
In licu of the sum proposed by said amend-
ment insert: “$25,000,000"; and the Senata
agree to the same.

The committee of conference report in dis-
agreement amendments numbered 5, 7, 9, 10,
11. 13, 13, 14, 17, 25, 27, 31, 40, 41, 43, 48, 52,
b3, 59, 60, 63, 65, 66, and T1.

Managers on the part of the Senate.
M. C. Tarver,
CraRENCE CANNON,
Hapry B. SHEPPARD,
Evmer H, WeNE,
Evererr M. DIzESEN,
Managers on the parl of the House.

Mr. RUSSELLL. I move the adop-
tion of the conference report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
guestion is on agreeing to the confer-
ence report.

The report was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before
the Senate a message from the House of
Representatives announcing its action
on certain amendments of the Senate fo
House bill 4443, which was read as fol-
Tows:

I 7HE HousE oF REFRESENTATIVES, U, 8.,

June 20, 1944.
Resolved, That the House recede from its
di t to the amend ts of the Sen-

ate numbered &, 7, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 17, 25,
31, 41, 43, 48, 53, 59, 66, and 71 to the bill
{H. R. 4443) making appropriations for the
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1945, and for other pur=
poses, and concur therein;
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That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
* bered 27 to said bill and concur therein with
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
matter inserted by sald amendment insert
“Provided, That the cost of erecting any one
building shall not exceed $7,500, and the cost
of alterations to any one building shall not
exceed $5C0 or 2 percent of the cost of the
building as certified by the Secretary, which-
ever is greater.”

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 40 to said bill and concur therein with
an amendment as follows: In line 4 of the
matter inserted by sald Senate engrossed
amendment after “on” insert “extremely.”

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 53 to said bill and concur therein with
an amendment as follows: Restore the mat-
ter stricken out by sald amendment, amend-
ed to read as-follows: *That, excepting the
foregoing item of $12,500,000, no part of
sald appropriation or any other appropriation
in this act shall be used for incentive or pro=-
duction adjustment payments, except for
soll-conservation and water-conservation
payments and payment of acrcage allotment
commitments on commodities as defined In

- the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1038, as
amended, and as enumerated and set forth in
the ‘1944 Agricultural Conservation Pro-
gram' bulletin, dated February 9, 1944: Pro=-
vided further.”

That the House recede fron. its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate num-
bered 63 to said bill and concur therein with
an amendment as follows: In lleu of .he mat-
ter inserted by said amendment insert:

“EXPORTATION AND DOMESTIC CONSUMPTION OF
AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES

“Not exceeding $50,000,000 of the funds ap-
propriated by and pursuant to this section
may also be used during the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1945, to provide food for con-
sumption by children in nonprofit schools
of high-school grade or under and for child-
care centers through (a) the purchase, proc-
essing, and exchange, and the distribution of
agricultural commodities and products
thereof; or (b) the making of paymenis to
such schools and centers or agencles having
control therecof In connectlon with the pur-
chase and distribution of agricultural com-
modities in fresh or processed form and, when
desirable, for the processing and exchange of
such commodities and thelr products; or (c)
by such other means as the Secretary may
determine: Provided, That funds appro-
priated for the purposes of this program shall
be apportioned for expenditure in the States,
Territories, possessions, and the District of
Columbia In accordance with school enroll=
ment and need, as determined by the Secre-
tary, except that if program partieipation in
any State does not require all funds so ap-
portioned, the Secretary may reapportion
such excess funds to such other States In
consideration of need, as he may determine:
Provided jurther, That benefits under this
section to schools or child-care centers shall
in no case exceed the cost of the agricultural
commodities or products thereof dellvered to
the school or child-care center as established
by certificates executed by the authorized
representative of the sponsoring agency:
Provided further, That such sponsoring
agency shall maintain accounts and records
clearly establishing costs of agricultural com-
modities or products furnished in the pro-
gram and that such accounts and records
shall be available for audit by representa-
tives of the Department of Agriculture: Pro-
vided jurther, That these funds may he used
for, cr to make payments in connection
with, the purchase-of such agricultural com-
moditles and for exchanging, distributing,
disposing, transporting, storing, processing,
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Inspection, eommission, and other incidental
costs and expenses without regard to the
provisions of section 3709 of the Revised
Statules and without regard to the 25-per-
cent limitatlon contained in this section:
Provided further, That not more than 2 per-
cent of the funds made avallable under
this amendment shall be used to provide food
for children in child-care centers. The
amount of funds used in any State during
any fiscal year under this paragraph shall
not exceed the total amount otherwise fur-
nished for the same purpose by or on behalf
of the State and local school authorities and
other sponsoring agencies in such State in-
cluding the value of donated services and
supplies, as certified by the respective schools,
care centers, or agencies having control
thereof."

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Senate No. 65
to said bill-and concur therein with amend-
ments as follows: In the first paragraph of
the matter inserted by  said amendment
strike out “$28,265,000" and insert “£26,-
000,000"; and in the third paragraph of the
maftter inserted by sald amendment strike
out “$96,710,000" and insert “$67,500,000."
© That the House insist upon its amend-
ments to Senate amendments Nos. 27, 40, 53,
€3, and 65; and insist upon its disagreement
to the amendment of the Senate No. 60 to
said bill and ask a further conference with
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon,

Mr. RUSSELL. - I move that the Senate.

concur in the amendments of the House
to the amendments of the Senate Nos.
217, 40, 53, 63, and 65.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Georgia,

The motion was agreed to.

Mr, RUSSELL, Now I move that the
Senate further insist on its amendment
Iio. 60.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
guestion is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Georgia.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr, RUSSELL. Imove that the Senate
agree to the conference requested by the
House, and that the Chair appoint con-
ferees on the part of the Senate at the
further conference.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Georgia.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. RUSSELL,
Mr. HaypEw, Mr, Typings, Mr. BANKHEAD,
Mr. SmiTH, Mr. NYE. and Mr. CAPPER con-
ferees on the part of the Senate at the
further conference.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE MILITARY
ESTABLISHMENT

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres-
ident, I move that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of House bill 4967, the
Military Establishment appropriation
bill.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to consider the bill
(H. R. 4967) making appropriations for
the Military Establishment for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1945, and for other

. purposes, which had been reported from

the Committee on Appropriations with
amendments.

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres-
ident, I ask unanimous consent that the
formal reading of the bill be dispensed
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with, that it be read for amendment, and
that the committee amendments be first
considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, 1t is so ordered.

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma, Mr, Pres-
ident, I should like to make a very brief
statement in connection with the pend-
ing bill. It is the bill which carries funds
to support the Military Establishment
for the next fiscal year. The bill con-
tains appropriations of almost $50,000,-
000,000. It was passed by the House last
Thursday. The Senate committee com-
menced hearings on Friday, held hear-
ings on Friday and Saturday, reported
the bill to the full commitiee on Monday,
and the bill was reported to the Senate
on the same day.

There are only about four slight
amendments recommended by the Senate
committee, One amendment reduces the
appropriation in the sum of $1,217,000.
That is caused by striking out of the bill
funds for wildecatting for oil in Alaska.
The Interior Department bill as passed
by the House carried a sum to enable that
Department to wildcat for oil in Alaska.
The Senate subcommittee, the full com-
mittee, and the Senate struck out the
item. That action has been approved by
the conference committee, and the re-
port has been approved by the House.
We expect the conference report to come
to the Senate this afterncon or tomorrow.
The subcommittee on Interior Deparj-
ment appropriations having stricken
amount for the Inferior Department to
wildcat for oil in Alaska, the subcommit-
tee on the War Department appropria-
tions likewise refused to approve an ap-.
propriation for the War Department to
wildcat for oil in Alaska. E

Mr. President, I ask permissien to have
printed in the Recorp at this poirt as a
part of my remarks a very brief state-
ment explaining somewhat in detail the
amount of money carried by the bill.

There being no cbjection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

The amount of money carrled in the bl.ll
is $49,107,785,795, or a reduction of $1,217,-
000 below the amount approved by the House
of Representatlves.

The item is made up of two parts. One,
an unexpended balance in the sum of $33,.-
672,971,000 was reappropriated and the sum
of $15,434,814,795 in new money is appro-
priated in the act and the sum of the carry-

over plus the sum of new money makes the
total of $48,107,785,795.

For the fiscal year 1943 the Congress ap-
propriated the sum of $74,803,515,803 to carry
on the many activities of the War Depart-
ment and the bill covering the fiscal year of
1944 carried the sum of #74,211,249961;
hence, the bill now pending before the Sen-
ate carries a sum of $25,103,464.1€6 less than
the appropriations for the current fiscal year
and the sum of $25,795,730,098 less thar the
sum appopriated for the 1943 fiscal year.

Notwithstanding the iact that the Army is
now built up to approximately the maximum
number, the cost of conducting the war dur-
ing the 1945 fiscal year should be some-
thing like $25,000,000,000 less than the ex-
penses incurred during either the present
fiscal year or the previous fiscal year,

An estimate has been made showing that
87 cents out of every tax dollar goes for war.
An examination into expenditures further
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shows that we are getting more value for
each dollar now than we received right after
Pearl Harbor and this is because of the fol-
lowing facts:

First, early in the war the Congress en=-
acted legislation providing for the renegotia-
tion of all war contracts. Information has
been made available that by the end of the
present fiscal year the Government will have
recovered, through renegotiation, a sum of
approximately £8,500,000,000.

Another reason for the reduction in the
amount of the pending appropriations is the
fact that the economies in Army camps have
been such as to reduce the cost of each sol-
dier’s upkeep approximately $36 per man.
Most of the savings have resulted from the
elimination of waste, from closer buying of
equipment, and from redesigning and im-
proving the wearing qualities of uniforms
and clothing generally.

It is obvious that in order to train our vast
Army that we had to purchase land, con-
struct and equip camps of every kind, and
now that the land has been paid for and the
camps have been constructed and equipped,
additional outlays for such purposes are not
necessary.

The lands acquired have been pald for, the
buildings erected have been paid for, the
equipment in place has been pald for, and
the efficiency of the workers in the factorles
permit of mass production on a more uni-
form basis so that the supplies needed by the
Army are not costing as much as during the
first and second years of the war.

At one time during the early planning for
the war it was decided to ralse and equip an
Army of 8,200,000, but later these figures were
revised, and the number of 7,700,000 were
agreed upon, The reduction of the number
in the armed forces amounted to approxi-
mately 8 percent, hence the approprigtions
reflect a reduction of much more than 6 per-
cent. LG

The military stréngth of the Army is divided
approximately as follows: Officers, 675,000;
warrant officers, 30,000; nurses, 40,000; and
enlisted men, 6,956,000.

At the present time there is an estimated
number of 3,667,000 men outside the United
States, and by December 31 of this year it Is
planned to have 5,000,000 men either on for-
eign battlefields or on foreign soil ready to
take their places on the several fighting
fronts,

The following facts are taken from the
hearings. It requires some 5 pounds of food
per day to serve each of our soldiers abroad;
hence, the item of food costs, which In-
cludes transportation, is one of the major
items of expense. )

The bill carries the sum of $562,000,000 for
the purpose of supporting the civilian popu-
lation of the liberated countries. It is not
planned that we shall feed all of the popu-
latlon in the coutries which are conguered
and to be conquered. However, the plans
are made to provide the liberated peoples who
are in need of food the sum of 2,000 calories
per day. The estimate for our own soldiers
is 3,750 calories per day, so that the food to
be made available to the needy in the con-
quered countries i1s scarcely more than one-
half of the rations estimated necessary for
the soldiers of our Army.

The bill carries the sum of $4,300,000,000
for lend-lease to be expended under the
Jurisdiction of the War Department. This
sum of money is to be distributed roughly
as follows: 64 percent to Great Britain, 26
percent to the U. 8. 8. R., 4 percent to China,
and 6 percent to all other countries. The
total sum reappropriated, together with the
new funds, making the total of $49,107.-
785,795, is broken down substantially as
follows:
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Pay and travel............ $12, 685, 000, 000
Bubsistence .. e ccccaaaas - 2,899,251, 000
Clothing and equipage..... 1,721, 600, 000
General supplies. . ...ccecaa 681, 000, 000
Transportation Corps—-... - 1,860,000, 000
Signal Corp.caeccacaninaca 2, 640, 491, 075
AlY POICBB o e e irin s e - 12, 610, 200, 000
Medical Department . 492, 204, 520
Engineer Service 2, 662, 212, 500 |}
Ordnance Department . 8, 599, 067, 600
Chemical Warfare Bervice.. 670, 000, 100
Expediting production_.___. 800, 000, 100
Special service schools, De-

partment expenses, and

miscellaneous wecemenann= 896, 758, 900

The amount recommended for the 1945
fiscal year Is some $243,054,906 below the
amount recommended by the Budget.

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. AsI have
stated, the bill carries appropriations of
a little less than $50,000,000,000." Of that
sum, $15,434,814,795 is new money and
$33,672,971,000 is carry-over. It may be
wondered why such a large sum was car-
ried over. That is explained in the hear-
ings and is also explained to some extent
in the statement I have submitted. The
War Department is now costing less than
it formerly cost. When the war started
we had to buy land on which to build
camps. We had to construct buildings
on the land and provide equipment for
the buildings. We had to induct a large
number of men into the Army. That ex-
pense has already been taken care of.
The land is paid for, the buildings are
constructed, the equipment is in place,
and in the main the expenses are taken
care of, so from now on the expenses of
the War Department will probably grow
smaller rather than larger because of the
facts which I have just related.

As I have stated, the bill carries an ap-
propriation of approximately $15,000,-
000,000 of new money and approximately
$33,000,000,000 of carry-over money,
making a total in excess of $49,000,000,000.

Only four amendments have been re-
ported by the committee, At the present
time, if the War Department desires to
bring back from abroad some of our
servicemen who have become worn out
from fighting or flying planes, there is no
provision of law which authorizes the De=
partment to bear any of the expense of
bringing them back; so the Senate com-
mittee recommends an amendment pro-
viding that the War Department may use
these funds, within its discretion, to
bring back from the fighting fronts such
soldiers as the Department may think
merit being brought back for rehabilita-
tion and rest, That is the first amend-
ment reporited by the committee. We
shall come to it in a few moments.

In connection with the second amend-

ment reported by the committee, let me
say that the House placed a prohibition
in the bill denying the War Department
the opportunity of continuing the educa-
tion of medical and dental students, If
that provision should remain in the bill,
those two classes of students would be
denied further assistance. It is the opin-
ion of our committee that the War De-
partment should maintain medical and
dental students in the colleges so that
when the war is over we shall have at
least that additional supply of young doc-

6279

tors and dentists, to take the place of
those who have been away, many of
whom will be retired from service.

The third amendment reported by the
committee has to do with the Alaska oil
wildcatting, which I have briefly ex-
plained.

The fourth amendment reported by
the committee deals with a provision in-
serted by the House preventing the War
Department from leasing or selling any
of the land which it now possesses. We
think that provision goes entirely too far.
We think that the antileasing provision
should not be incorporated in the bill.
Under the terms of the provision as it
came from the House, the War Depart-
ment could not transfer to the Navy
any of the lands which it has. At the
present time the War Department desires
to transfer, and is actually transferring,
land from its domain to the use of the
Navy.

Those are the four amendments which
the committee recommends. There is
one further amendment which may be
offered from the floor, which the War
Department favors. Some time ago the
Congress placed a prohibition in the War
Department appropriation bill denying
the right of the War Department to em-
ploy artists in making pictures of war
scenes and things of that character in
the war areas. The prohibition is car-
ried in this bill. 2

The War Department is entirely agree-
able to refraining from commissioning
any more men and assigning them to the
battle areas to paint pictures. The Sen=
ate committee is willing to have the re=
striction apply so far as further commis-
sions are concerned, but the War De-
partment very much desires to permit
the personnel in the regular war estab-
lishment to continue to make paintings
if they so desire. We have the promise
of the Secretary of War, in a formal let-
ter which I shall place in the REcorp,
that if this prohibition is removed the
Department will not commission any new
members from .civilian life to engage in
this painting work; but the Department
would like to have the present personnel
of the Army, either enlisted men or offi-
cers, enjoy the privilege of painting. I
understand that there are a great many
very competent painters in the Army.
That amendment will probably be offered
from the floor. If so, I shall be glad te
accept it. Later I shall place in the
Recorn the authority for accepting the
amendment, namely, a letter from the
Secretary of War.

Those are the amendments which the
committee has reported. If there are
any questions, I shall be very glad fo
answer them if I can.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the first amendment re-
ported by the committee.

The first amendment reported by the
Committee on Appropriations was, under
the heading “Finance Department;
Finance Service, Army” on page 10, line
4, after the word “personnel”, to insert
“all necessary expenses of fravel to en-
able military personnel stationed abroad
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to visit places in the United States, its
Territories and possessions, for the pur-
pose of recuperation, rehabilitation, and
recovery.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Quartermaster Corps—Quar-
termaster Service, Army”, on page 21,
line 17, after the numerals, to strike out
“Provided, That no appropriation con-
tained in this act shall be available for
any expense incident to educating per-
sons in medicine (including veterinary)
or dentistry if any expense on account
of their education in such subjects was
not being defrayed out of appropriations
for the Military Establishment for the
fiscal year 1544 prior to June 7, 1944.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Corps of Engineers—Engineer
Service, Army”, on page 31, at the be-
ginning of line 3, to strike out “$1,800,-
217.000" and insert in lieu thereof
4$1,799,000,000.”

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I
realize that the hour is late, but I feel
that it is necessary to make a statement
in relation to this particular item.

There is included in this item an
amount for the Canol project in Canada.

Mr. HATCH, Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. HATCH. Are we about to con-
sider that question?

Mr. FERGUSON. I understand that
this is the amendment in which that
item is included.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The item
to which the Senator refers is on page
31, line 3.

Mr. FERGUEON. As I understand,
that is the amendment now under con-
sideration.
tn?he PRESIDING OFFICER. That is

e.

Mr, FERGUSON. I am informed by
the Chair that that is the amendment
which we are now considering. I wish to
call attention to some figures included in
that item. I think that before we vote
on this question we should know at least
what is included in the item so far as it
reiates to the Canol project.

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON, I yield.

Mr. HATCH. Iam looking at the clock.
It is now 10 minutes after 7. I do not
know just what is included in this
amendment. I do not know just what
the Senator from Michigan has in mind,
but surely at this late hour there is no
opportunity to discuss or understand the
amendment. Why is it necessary that
we work on and on without knowing just
what we are doing?

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the
Benator yield?

Mr, HATCH, I yield.

Mr. WHITE. Of course, I suppose all
of us are anxious to get away, because we
have been in continuous session for more

than 7 hours. But if this bill is to be

passed tonight, it must be obvious that
there will be no other opportunity for
the Senator from Michigan to present his
views with respect to the pending amend-
ment, .
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Mr. McKELLAR. And it is the last
amendment, I think,

Mr, BARKLEY., It may be that if the
Senator from Michigan can express his
views, that will clear up the situation
with regard to the item, so that we shall
be in g position to vote on it.

Mr. WHITE, Yes. We may be able to
dispose of the bill very speedily if the
Senator from Michigan has an oppor-
tunity to conclude his statement.

Mr. FERGUSCN. Mr. President, I
shall do my very best to make my state-
ment as brief as possible, Included in
the bill is an item which I should like
to discuss on the floor of the Senate,
It is an item of $16,439,688 for main-
tenance and operation of the Canol
project. The appropriation includes $8,-
066,158 for maintenance of that project,
and $8,373,530 for operation.

Last year the Truman committee made
an investigation of this particular proj-
ect. They found it was costing approxi-
mately $134,000,000, not including many
items of Army services in connection with
the project, which would run into many
additional million dollars. The com-
mittee made no particular objections to
the part of the project which involved a
service line from Skagway into White-
horse, and then to operate along the air
fields; but the committee did make seri-
ous objection to the building of the pipe
line and to a road from Whitehorse to
Norman Wells and to the refinery at
Whitehorse. It is in relation to that
item that I wish to speak at this time.

We find that in connection with the
“refinery, access roads crude line oil
field,” there is an operation item of $6,-
326,540. For the maintenance in that
connection the item is $5,705,920, making
a total of $12,032,460.

The distribution lines and the flight
strips are the ones to which the com-
mittee made no objection. There is an
appropriation of $2,046,990 for their op-
eration. For maintenance there is an
appropriation of $2,360,238, or a total of
$4,407,228.

We find that the item of $12,032,460
is made up as follows: For maintenance
of preduction facilities at Norman Wells,
$708,070; for operation, $2,843,720.

A pipe line was built and at the same
time a road was constructed alongside
the pipe line, to enable repairs to be
made to the pipe line, and so forth, That
road is 528 miles long. We find in this
requested appropriation an item for re-
pairs to a highway which is to be used
only-for the purpose of repairing the pipe
line which is 597 miles long. The item
is $2,694,010.

We find that for repairs during the
coming year to a crude-oil pipe line 597
miles long, from Whitehorse to Norman
Wells, there is an item of $1,334,740. We
find that for the operation of that line
alone there is an item of $1,167,540. We
find that for repairs or maintenance of
the refinery at Whitehorse there is an
item of $969,100. We find that for oper-
ation of that refinery there is an item of
$2,315,280. For maintenance, we find
a total item of $5,705,920; and for opera-
-tion, a total item of $6,326,540.

From the foregoing it would appear
that $16,439,688 is requested for the
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Canol project, of which $12,032.460 is
for operating and production facilities,
and $4,407,228 for distribution facilities.
We all wish to know approximately how
much oil it is expected will be produced
as a result of that expenditure. We learn
from the War Department that the
figures are merely for expected produc-
tion. There is no guaranty that such
a quantity of oil will ever be cbtained,

By the way, up to the present time no
100-octane gascline has been refined
from the oil obtained from this project.
Some may say that it is desired to ob-
tain oil for our fleet in the Pacific, and
that the fleet may be supplied with oil
produced from these wells.

Mr. KILGORE. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON., I yield.

Mr. KILGORE. The Senator will re-
member that from the analysis of the oil
production in that region it appears that
absolutely no oil for the fleet is produced.
The cil preoduced is very volatile and is
only suitable “or gasoline of various qual-
ities. The wells do not produce cil suit-
able for use by the fleet; is not that
correct?

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes. I am giad the
Senator from West Virginia has brought
out that fact. Not one drop of this oil
will be used for the fleet in the Pacific.

Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. OVERTON. The junior Senator
from Missouri [Mr. TRoman] is a member
of the committee, but he raised no oh-
jection to this item. No one before the
committee raised any objection to the
item, so far as I know,

Mr. BALL. Mr. President——

Mr, KILGORE., Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Michigan yield, ard if so,
to whom?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield first to the
Senator from Minnesota.

Mr. BALL., Mr. President, I was on the
subcommittee. The question whether
any funds for the Canol project wers in-
cluded came up in the subcommittee. In
the subcommittee it was my understand-
ing fhat there were no funds for the
Canol project.

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. KILGORE, Let me say to the
Senator from Louisiana, in answer to his
statement, that the facts which have
just been stated by the Senator from
Michigan were not divulged at that time,
In the meeting they were withheld from
the Senator from Missouri as being se-
cret. As has been stated by the Senator
from Minnesota, there was no statement
that any money for the Canol project
was Included in the item. It was only in
the last few days that we obtained the
information that money for the Canol
project was contained in the item. At the
time of the committee hearing such in-

formation was highly secret,

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if the
Senator will permit me to say a word, let
me say that all the information is con-
tained in the House hearings, and the



1944

matter i{s explained in the House hear-
ings.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I wish
to call the attention of the Senate to the
quantity of oil and gasoline which will be
produced from these wells:

One hundred octane gasoline, 112,895
barrels.

Eighty octane motor gasoline, 351,080
barrels.

Diesel oil, 134,000 barrels.

Fuel oil, 93,800 barrels,

The foregoing is an estimate of the
amount of oil which might be produced,
and which it is expected will be produced.
Request is made for an expenditure of
more than $12,000,000 in order to pro-
duce it.

If the Government of the United States
purchased a similar quantity of oil at
Los Angeles, Calif., it would pay for it,
at present rate, $2,568,997. Let us say
that at the present time there is a short-
age of oil on that west coast. The same
amount of oil could be obtained from
Aruba and all the freight and all other
expenses paid for $3,267,893. We could
purchase the oil in Aruba, and could
send it to Alaska—and there is a pipe
line from Skagway into these airfields—
for approximately one-fifth of what it
will cost the United States Government
to produce the same amount of oil from
the Canol project.

There are some who will say there is a
shortage of oil; but when we compare the
quantity of oil which will be produced
frem this fleld with the quantity of oil
produced in the United States we find
that it is so small that it cannot be
fisured. We produce 5,000,000 barrels
of oil a day in the United States, and we
are talking about the few thousand
barrels involved in this project. It is
this expenditure which was not explained
to the commitiee that I wish to call to
the attention of the Senate. It is the
inclusion of this item under the Corps of
Engineers that the people of this coun-
try ought to know about, and they should
also know that w2 are asked to spend
$12,000,000 in order to produce oil which
we could buy and ship to that region at a
cost of $3,000,000.

Mr. President, while realizing the
lateness of the hour, I still thought it
was my duty to call fo the attention of
the Senate the inclusion of this item In
tLe lump sum appropriation.

We Ltnow what happened when the
first appropriation came before us. In-
stead of calling for $134,000,000 the Army
called for an expenditure of about $75,-
000,000. After a thorough investigation
the Truman committee has found that
there has been spent approximately
$134,000,000 plus millions of dollars
wasted in machinery and in equipment
in connection with this project. Today
we are unable to obtain lumber from our
forests because the necessary machinery
is not available; and yet along that high-
way in Canada there are thousands of
trucks and machines which could be
used in the forests here in the United
States.

Mr. CONNALLY, Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.
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Mr. CONNALLY. Is it not a fact that
the pipe line and refinery are our prop-
erty? Does the Senator propose that we
go away and leave them and not main-
tain them?

Mr. FERGUSON. I bhelieve that at
this time, in view of the fizures involved,
the property should not be used. It
could be used in the case of any
emergency.

Mr. CONNALLY. Does the Senator
know that we have made an agreement
with the Canadian authorities whereby
we receive 60,000,000 barrels of oil as
may be needed from time to time?

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, if
there are 60,000,000 barrels of oil in that
field, we have made a new arrangement,
After the Truman committee investi-
gated this matter the State Department
and the Canadian authorities made a
new agreement which is very good, but is
not good enough to justify the expense
to which we have been puf, not only in
manpower but in cash and bonds which
have bzen sold here in the United States.

Mr. President, there has not been in-
girl.zded in this item the actual cost of the

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. McEELLAR. I may say to the
Senator that I voted against this item
when it first came up. The Senate com-
mittee outvoted me, and the Senate out-
voted me afterward. The project be-
came the property of the United States
and contracts were entered into. Under
those circumstances I do not see how we
could give it up without suffering a severe
loss. I think we should go ahead with
it to the extent provided in the pending
hill. I donot see how we can abandon it
at this late hour. I wish to say to the
Senator that I had the same view which
he has, and I voted against it in the
first instance.

Mr., REED. Mr., President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. REED. No matter what view is
taken, or how we may vote, this is a mat-
ter involving not only a great deal of
money, but the question of whether we
have followed sound business practices
in the development of the project.

Suggestions have been made that in-
formation has been withheld, The
chairman of the committee leff town last
night. I think the matter should be dis-
cussed more fully than is possible this
evening, and therefore I call attention to
the fact that a quorum is not present.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll. 4

Mr, McEELLAR. Mr. President, it is
perfectly apparent that no guorum is
present, and unless we can pass this bill
tonight we shall have to allow it to go
over until tomorrow. If Senators feel
that it should not be passed tonight, I
feel compelled to move a recess until to-
morrow.

Mr, WHITE. Mr, President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. WHITE. May it be understood
that if we adjourn or recess now the Sen-
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ator from Michigan shall have the floor
when the Senate reassembles tomorrow?

Mr. McKELLAR. There is no ques=
tion about that. :

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. 1 yield.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I have listened
with a great deal of attention to what the
Senator from Micligan has said, and I
am aware of the fact that during the past
several months there have been many
discussions in the Truman committee
and elsewhere with respect to this appro-
priation. What I wish to say, Mr. Presi-
dent, is that I do not know how it is pos-
sible to fight a war economically.

I was present in the Appropriations
Committee when this project was first
undertaken. Iknow thatthere were pro-
longed discussions concerning it. There
was a long off-the-record discussion, and
in authorizing the expenditure of public
funds for the purposes of this project we
knew that we were authorizing the pro-
ductiop. of oil at an extraordinarily high
price. The quesition was not one of
whether we should make a good business
arrangement for the production of the
oil. The question which was presented to
us was whether we should obtain a sup-
ply of oil at a point where it was needed
very gravely. It was said that the whole
west coast was in danger of attack from
Japanese contingents., We did not know
what the next month would bring forth.
The Japs had moved into the cutlying
Aleutian Islands. There was no question
that if we were to defend our western
coast and carry on the war we must have
this project. So the commitiee and the
Congress authorized it.

With respect to the continuance of the
project, I understand that the matter
was fully discussed in the House com-
mittee. The Government of the United
States, with the full knowledge of the
Congress, and with the full approval of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, approved this
project. We have invested in it approxi-
madtely $129,000,000. The proposal here
is to expend about fifteen and one-half
million dollars in order to carry out our
obligation to the Government of Canada.

I can see no reason why we should
undertake to prevent that operation at
this hour of the night.

My feeling is that there is plenty of
opportunity for the Truman committee,
or the Military Affairs Committee, or the
Appropriations Committee, later on to
point the finger at any of these opera-
tions if there is anything wrongful in
them.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I rise to a
point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MuUR-
pcck in the chair)., The Senator will
state it.

Mr. REED. I make the point of order
and call attention to the fact that a
quorum is not present——

Mr, McEELLAR, I hope the Senator
will not do that. .

Mr. REED. I do not wish to press the
point of order, but it is not debatable.
What the Senator from Wyoming is say-
ing will have its proper place tomorrow.
It is really debate upon the merits of the
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matter. All I am seeking is that we shall
have an opportunity to hear a full and
complete explanation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is
the Senator’s point of order?

Mr. REED. 1 shall withhold it.

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is about
to make the point of order that a quorum
is not present, and if he does that, of
course, it automatically will take the
Senator from Michigan off the floor and
force a recess until tomorrow.

Mr. REED, I am withholding the
point, but I do not want to waste time
in debate, not even on the part of the
distinguished Senator from Wyoming.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Michigan yielded to the
Senator from Wyoming.

Mr. OMAHONEY. If I may conclude
my remarks, they were all intended to
develop the simple question whether or
not we are going to act upon this bill
this evening. I believe we should. I be-
lieve this guestion should not be raised
here and now. I believe the appropri-
ation bill should be passed.

Mr. REED. If the Senator from Wy-
oming is going to insist on centinuing,
I insist upon my point of order that a
quorum is not present.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from M chigan has the floor.

Mr. REED. I had the floor, was rec-
ognized——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Michigan yielded to the
Senator from Wyoming.

Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. President, no
Senator can intrude on another Sena-
tor's time and make a point unless the
Senator hayving the floor yields for that
purpose.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That
applies to all Senators in the Senate.
The Senator from Michigan has the
floor, and he has yielded to the Senator
from Wyoming.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr, President, my
oniy peint is to determine whether or
not the Senator from Michigan intends
to proceed with this matter. I feel that
the best interests of the Government will
be served by the passage of the appropri-
ation.

Mr. REED. Mr. President——

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Michigan yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield to the Sen-
atcr from Kancas.

Mr. REED. A point of order is always
in order. I make a point of order that
a guorum is not present.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Michigan yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. I think there will be
no difficulty about this situation. I
should like to have a few postmasters
confirmed.

Mr. HATCH. A parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Secnator from Michigan yield for that
purpose?

Mr. FERGUSON. I1yield.

Mr. HATCH. I merely wish to ask
what the parliamentary situation is.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ate is considering the committee amend-
ment on page 31.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Michigan yield?

Mr. FERGUSON, 1 yield to the Sena-
tor from Kentucky.

Mr. BARELEY. I ask unanimous con-
sent that when the Senate resumes its
session tomorrow the Senator from Mich-
igan may be entitled to the floor. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. BARKLEY., Imcve that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of execu-
tive business.

The motion was agreed to; and the Sen-
ate proceeded to the consideration of
executive business.

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following favorable reports of nom-
inations were submitted:

By Mr. WAGNER, from the Committee on
Banking and Currency:

Ivy W. Duggan, of Mississippl. to be Gover-
nor of the Farm Credit Administration for
the unexpi'red term of 6 years Irom June
15, 1940, vice Albert G. Black.

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, from the
Committee on Naval Affairs:

Ralph A. Bard, of Illinols, to be Under Szc-
retary of the.Navy.

By Mr. THOMAS of Utah, from the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs:

Sundry officers for promotion in the Reg-
ular Army; and

Sundry officers for temporary appointment
and /or promotion in the Army of the United
States, under the provisions of law.

By Mr. MCKELLAR, from the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads:

Several postmasters; and

Raymond E. McCanse to be postmaster at
Mount Vernon, Mo., in place of Robert Stem-
mons, resigned (reported adversely).

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Murpock in the chair)., If there be no
further reports of committees, the clerk
will state the nominations on the cal-
endar,

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Charles Franklin Brannan to be
Assistant Secretary of Agriculture.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

POSTMASTERS

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
sundry nominations of postmasters.

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous
consent that the nominations be con-
firmed en bloc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
ohjection, the postmaster nominations
are confirmed en bloc.

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous
consent that the President be notified
immediately of all confirmations of
today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the President will be notified
forthwith,

RECESS

Mr. McEELLAR. As in legislative
session, I move that the Senate take a
recess until fomorrow at 12 o’clock noon.

JUNE 20

The motion was agreed to; and (at
7 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.) the Sen-
ate took a recess until tomorrow,
Wednesday, June 21, 1944, at 12 o'clock
meridian.

CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate June 20 (legislative day of
Mzay 9), 1944:

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Charles Franklin Brannan to be Assistant
Becretary of Agriculture.

POSTMASTERS
CONNECTICUT
Frank B. Leslie, New Canaan,
HAWAII
Charlotte M. Keala, Kamuela.
Jacinth T. Correa, Walluku.
IOWA
Evelyn L. Earing, Lonerock,
MASSACHUSETTS
Irene S. Leary, East Pepperell.
NEW HAMPSHIRE
Helen M. Lowell, East Rochester,
NEW YORK

Frederick A. Glynn, Craryville,

Clifford Veeder, Marilla,

Thomas F. Gray, Niagara Falls,

Richard S. Allen, Round Lake.

Helen J. Dygert, Russell,

‘Walter I. Nash, Sandlake,

Floyd D. Daoclittle, Sidney.

RHODE ISLAND

Ralph Scotland, Jr., Oakland.

SOUTH DAKOTA
Jane Dunn, Elkton.
Marie E. Hoven, Fort Plerre.
TENNESSEE
Edith Caldwell, Lupton City.
Amy E. Davis, Oakdale.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuespay, Juse 20, 1944

The House met at 10 o'clock a, m.

The Chaplain, Resv. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., ofiered the following
prayer.

Thou ever-blessed Master, as we face
the stern realities of these days, we pray
that we may not be forced by the motive
of duty alone, but by the urgency of love
to God and man. Thou who art our sov-
ereign friend, from whom earth’s great-
est souls have borrowed their finest gifts,
bless us with the spirit of brotherhood
without discord and with an under-
standing which brings wise decisions.
O put purpose and resolution into all
our lives that will help us to a well-
ordered ministry of our responsibilities,
despising injustice, smifing falsehood,
and consumed with a passion to destroy
prejudice and enhance personal worth.

Most gracious Lord, correct any false
estimates of life and infuse Thy Biblical
truth into all minds: “Heaven and earth
shall pass away, but my word shall not
pass away.” Pity any whose hearts may
have grown bitter and whose souls are
closed to the great, wide needs of the
world, Grant that our devetion to our
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